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6558. Also, petition of William Martin, of Norwood, Ohio,
rand 24 others, urging the Congress to seriously consider
' & monetary-reform program, and calling particular attention
to the Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

6559. Also, petition of William McGrann, of Norwood,
Ohio, and 23 others, urging the Congress to seriously consider
a monetary-reform program, and calling particular attention
to the Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

6560. Also, petition of David 8. Talmage, of Norwood, Ohio,
and 23 others, urging the Congress to seriously consider a
monetary-reform program, and calling particular attention
to the Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

6561. Also, petition of Rupert Stier, of Norwood, Ohio, and
23 others, urging the Congress to seriously consider a mone-
tary-reform program, and calling particular attention to the
Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency.

6562. Also, petition of Roger Winkelman, of Norwood, Ohio,
and 23 others, urging the Congress to seriously consider a
monetary-reform program, and calling particular attention
to the Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

6563. Also, petition of Edward Speed, of Norwood, Ohio,
and 24 others, urging the Congress to seriously consider a
monetary-reform program, and calling particular attention
to the Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

6564. Also, petition of Robert F. Huelsman, of Norwood,
Ohio, and 23 others, urging the Congress to seriously consider
a monetary-reform program, and cailing particular attention
to the Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

6565. Also, petition of Roy Tepe, of Norwood, Ohio, and 24
others, urging the Congress to seriously consider a monetary-
reform program, and calling particular attention to the Bind-
erup Monetary Confrol Act; to the Commiftee on Banking
and Currency.

6566. Also, petition of Joseph H. Hudepohl, of Norwood,
Ohio, and 24 others, urging the Congress to seriously consider
a monetary-reform program, and calling particular attention
to the Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

6567. Also, petition of Florence A. Everleiu, of Norwood,
Ohio, and 25 others, urging the Congress to seriously consider
a monetary-reform program, and calling particular attention
to the Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

6568. Also, petition of Ruth Brinkmeyer, of Norwood, Ohio,
and 25 others, urging the Congress to seriously consider a
monetary-reform program, and calling particular attention to
the Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

6569. Also, petition of Gino Bellini, of Norwood, Ohio, and
24 others, urging the Congress to seriously consider a mone-
tary-reform program, and calling particular attention to the
Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency.

6570. Also, petition of Regina Peter, of Norwood, Ohio, and
24 others, urging the Congress to seriously consider a mone-
tary-reform program, and calling particular attention to the
Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency.

6571. Also, petition of James Murdock, of Norwocd, Ohio,
and 25 others, urging the Congress to seriously ccnsider a
monetary-reform preogram, and calling particular attention
to the Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

6572. Also, petition of B. Overberg, of Norwood, Ohio, and
23 others, urging the Congress to seriously consider a mone-
tary-reform program, and calling particular attention to the
Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency.
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6573. Also, petition of Cletus Meyer, of Norwood, Ohio, and
24 others, urging the Congress to seriously consider a mone-
tary-reform program, and calling particular attention to the
Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

6574. Also, petition of Anton Kramer, of Norwood, Ohio,
and 24 others, urging the Congress to seriously consider a
monetary-reform program, and calling particular attention
to the Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

6575. Also, petition of Edwin J. Tepe, of Norwood, Ohio, and
25 others, urging the Congress to seriously consider a mone-
tary-reform program, and calling particular attention to the
Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency.

6576. Also, petition of Florence Niehaus, of Norwood, Ohio,
and 25 others, urging the Congress to sericusly consider a
monetary-reform program, and celling particular attention
to the Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

6577. Also, petition of Herman B. Schwittining, of Norwood,
Ohio, and 23 others, urging the Congress to seriously consider
a mcnetary-reform program, and calling particular attention
to the Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

6578, Also, petition of Marie Lynch, of Norwood, Ohio, and
24 others, urging the Congress to seriously consider a
monetary-reform program, and calling particular attention to
the Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

6579. Also, petition of Loretta C. Kuhr, of Norweced, Ohio,
and 23 others, urging the Congress to seriously consider a
monetary-reform program, and calling particular attention
to the Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

6580. Also, petition of Anna Schmu, of Norwooed, Ohio, and
14 others, urging the Congress to seriously consider a mone-
tary-reform program, and calling particular attention to the
Binderup Mcnetary Control Act; to the Committee on Bank=
ing and Currency.

6581. Also, petition of Louis Bross, of Norwood, Ohio, and
eight others, urging the Congress to sericusly consider a
monetary-reform program, and calling particular attention
to the Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

6582. Also, petition of Theo Houser, of Norweod, Ohio, and
25 others, urging the Congress to seriously consider a mone-
tary-reform program, and calling particular attention to the
Binderup Monetary Control Act; to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency.

SENATE

MonDpAY, FEBRUARY 19, 1940

The Reverend Edward Gabler, S. T. D., rector of Christ
Episcopal Church, Washington, D. C., offered the following
prayer:

O God, our Heavenly Father, who didst lead and guide the
minds and hearts of our forefathers, accept our gratitude and
thanks for the blessings and benefits Thou hast bestowed upon
our native land.

Do Thou by Thy infinite wisdom guard and guide the Mem-
bers of the Senate that they, through Thy Divine Help, may
have a right judgment in all things. Take away from each
one of us the hatred, prejudice, and fear that so easily sway
our life and, in their place, may love, tolerance, and courage
be the measure of our minds and hearts, Make us ever con-
scious of ocur duty toward Thee and our fellow man. Grant
us, in all our uncertainties and doubts, to ask what Thou
wouldst have us to do, that the spirit of wisdom may save
us froem all false choices, and in Thy light we may see light;
and in Thy straight path, may not stumble. In His name.
Amen,
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THEE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by unanimous consent, the
reading of the Journal of the proceedings of Thursday,
February 15, 1940, was dispensed with, and the Journal was
approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Callo-
way, one of its reading clerks, announced that the House had
agreed to the following concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res.
32):

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring),
That a joint committee consisting of three Senators and three
Representatives, to be appointed by the Presidznt of the Senate and
the Speaker of the House of Representatives, respectively, is author-
ized to make the necessary arrangements for the inauguration of
the President-elect of the United States on the 20th day of January,
1941,

The message also announced that the House had agreed to
the following concurrent resolutions, in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate:

House Concurrent Resolution 45

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring),
That the proceedings at the various ceremonies in commemoration
of the one hundred and fiftleth anniversary of the commencement
of the first session of the Supreme Court of the United States, to-
gether with such additional matter as the Joint Committee on Ar-
rangements in charge of these ceremonies may deem fitting and
appropriate, in connection with this historical event, be printed, with
illustrations, as a document; and that 200,000 additional copies be
printed, of which 50,000 shall be for the use of the Sesnate and
150,000 shall be for the use of the House of Representatives.

And—
House Concurrent Resclution 48

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concur-
ring), That in accordance with paragraph 3 of section 2 of the
Printing Act, approved March 1, 1907, the Committee on Ways and
Means of the House of Representatives be, and is hereby, empow-
ered to have printed for its use 2,000 additional copies of the hear-
ings held before sald committee during the current session on the
resolution (H. J. Res. 407) to extend the authority of the President
under section 350 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

The message further announced that the Speaker pro tem-
pore had affixed his signature to the enrolled bill (H. R.
8237) to amend the District of Columbia Revenue Act of
1939, and it was signed by the Vice President.

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. MINTON. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Adams Frazler Lee Schwartz
Andrews George Lodge Schwellenbach
Ashurst Gerry Lucas Sheppard
Austin Gibson Lundeen Shipstead
Bailey Gillette Maloney Slattery
Bankhead Giass McCarran Smith
EBarkley Green McEellar Stewart
Bilbo Guiley McNary Taft
Brown Gurney Mead Thomas, Idaho
Bulow Hale Miller Thomas, Okla.
Burke Harrison Minton Thomas, Utah
Byrd Hatch Murray Tobey
Byrnes Hayden Neely Townsend
Capper Herring Norris Truman
Chandler Hill Nye Vandenberg
Chavez Holt O'Mahoney Van Nuys
Clark, Idaho Hughes Pepper ‘Wagner
Clark, Mo. Johnson, Calif, Pittman White
Daraher Johnson, Colo. Reed Wiley
Davis EKing Reynolds
Donahey La Follette Russell

Mr, MINTON. I announce, and request that the an-

nouncement stand for the day, that the Senator from Wash-
ington [Mr. BoNE], the Senator from Arkansas [Mrs. CARA-
way], the Senator from Texas [Mr. ConNNALLY], and the
Senator from California [Mr. DOWNEY] are absent from the
Senate because of illness.

The Senators from Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER and Mr. OVER-
ToN], the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr., WaLsH], the
Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER], the Senator from
Maryland [Mr. RADCLIFFE], and the Senator from New Jersey
[Mr. SMAaTHERS] are detained on important public business.
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The Senator from Maryland [Mr. TypinNes] is unavoidably
detained.

Mr. McNARY. I anncunce that my colleague [Mr. HoL-
MAN] is absent because of illness.

Mr. AUSTIN. I announce that the Senator from New
Jersey [Mr. BareouR] and the Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr. BRIDGES] are unavoidably absent.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-two Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is present.

FOREIGN-TRADE ZONES REPORTS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from
the Acting Sezretary of Commerce, Acting Chairman, Foreign
Trade Zones Board, transmitting, pursuant to law, the snnual
reports of the Foreign Trades Zones Board for the fiscal year
ended June 30, 1939, and the annual report of the city of New
York covering oparations of the foreign-trade zone at Staple-
ton, Staten Island, N. Y., during the calendar year 1938,
which, with the accompanying reports, was referred to the
Commitiee on Commerce,

REPORT OF RURAL ELECTRIFICATION ADMINISTRATION

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter
from the Administrator of the Rural Electrification Adminis-
tration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of the
Administration for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1939, which,
with the accompanying report, was referred to the Committee
on Agriculture and Forestry.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow-
ing resolution of the Assembly of the State of California,
which was referred to the Committee on Comme:rce:

House Resolution 20

Whereas the United States of America has lately embarked upon
a8 program of aviation expansion and to that end is cooperating
with colleges and universities throughout the Nation in training
students in flying; and

Whereas Chaffey Junior College and Pomona Junior Ccllege are
now giving courses in aviation and conducting training programs
for aviators pursuant to regulations of the Civil Aeronautics
Autherity; and

Whereas the Pomona-Ontario-Upland area of California is an
especially advantageous locality for the training of aviators, in that
it is in close proximity to Inglewood, Santa Monica, and Glendale,
where much of the construction of alrcraft is at present taking
place, is free from foz and has ideal flying, climatic, and weather
conditions, and is yet not so close to the Pacific coast as to cause
an undesirable concentration of the aviation industry; and

Whereas the construction of an airport would greatly strengthen
the aviation program of Chaffey Junior College and Pomona Junior
Ccllege, be an important factor in promoting the aviation industry
in California, and assist the national defense: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Assembly of the State of California, That it
hereby respectfully urges and memorializes the President, the Secre-
tary of War, and the Congress of the United States to take such
steps as are necesssary to establish an emergency landing fleld
within a short distance of Chaffey Junior College and Pomona
Junior College; and be it further

Resolved, That the chief clerk of the assembly is hereby directed
to transmit coples of this resolution to the Presldent, the Vice
President, and Secretary of War of the United States, to the Speaker
of the House of Representatives, and to each Senator and Member
of the House of Representatives from California in the Congress of
the United States; and that the Senators and Representatives
from California are hereby respectfully urged to support any neces-
gary or appropriate measures to accomplish the establishment of
the emergency landing field.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate a reso-
lution of the Cheshire County Forest Fire Wardens’ Associa- -
tion, Keene, N. H., favoring an adequate Federal appropria-
tion for cooperative assistance to the State of New Hamp-
shire for fire hazard reduction work, which was referred to
the Committee on Appropriations.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution of Inland Lodge,
No. 1010, Steel Workers Organizing Committee, C. I. O., of
East Chicago, Ind., favoring an increase in the appropria-
tion for the United States Housing Authority to at least
$30,000,000 per annum, which was referred to the Committee
on Appropriations.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution of the executive
board of the New York State Industrial Union Council at
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Albany, N. Y., favoring the program of the national organi-
zation of the C. I. O., calling for the employment of a mini-
mum of 3,000,000 persons on public works, a public-work
program for all unemployed young people, an increase in old-
age pensions to $60 per month at the age of 60, and so forth,
and opposing undue expenditures for military purposes, which
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

He also laid before the Senate resolutions of the Central
Labor Union of Augusta, Ga. and Muscle Shoals Build-
ing and Construction Trades Council, and Local No. 77, Inter-
national Asscciation of Bridge, Structural, and Ornamental
Iron Workers, both of Sheffield, Ala., favoring completion of
the Florida ship canal project, which were referred to the
Committee on Commerce.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution of the executive
board of the New York State Industrial Union Council, as-
sembled at Albany, N. Y., relative to the wage and hour
law, which was referred to the Committee on Education and

 Labor.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution of the executive
board of the New York State Industrial Union Council, as-
sembled at Albany, N. Y., favoring the enactment of Senate
bill 1620, the so-called Wagner health bill, which was referred
to the Committee on Education and Labor.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution of Inland Lodge,
No. 1010, Steel Workers Organizing Committee, C. I. O., of
East Chieago, Ind., favoring adeption of the legislative pro-
gram of the C. I. O. relative to the cane-sugar refining in-
dustry, which was referred to the Committee on Education
and Labor.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution of Inland Lodge
No. 1010, Steel Workers Organizing Committee, C. L. O., of
East Chicago, Ind., favoring amendment of the wage and
hour law so as to include workers now outside the scope of
the law, which was referred to the Committee on Education
and Labor.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution of Inland Lodge,
No. 1010, Steel Workers Organizing Committee, C. 1. O., of
East Chicago, Ind., favoring the adoption of a public-works
program to give work to the unemployed at a good living
wage, which was referred to the Committee on Education and
Labor.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution of Inland Lodge,
No. 1010, Steel Workers Organizing Committee, C. I. O., of
East Chicago, Ind., favoring the enactment of Senate bill 1620,
the so-called Wagner health bill, which was referred to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution of Inland Lodge,
No. 1010, Steel Workers Organizing Committee, C. I. O., of
East Chicago, Ind., favoring amendments to strengthen the
National Labor Relations Act in several particulars, which was
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution of Inland Lodge,
No. 1010, Steel Workers Organizing Committee, C. I. O., of
East Chicago, Ind., favoring old-age pensions of $60 per
month, with an additional $30 per month for wives of bene-
ficiaries, which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution of Inland Lodge,
No. 1010, Steel Workers Organizing Committee, C. I. O, of
East Chicago, Ind., favoring the levying of increased taxation
on wealthy persons and corporations and the reduction of
taxation on consuming groups and wage earners, which was

. referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution of the executive
board of the New York State Industrial Union Council, assem-
bled at Albany, N. ¥., protesting against involvement of the
United States in foreign wars, which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution of Inland Lodge,
No. 1010, Steel Workers Organizing Committee, C. I. O., of
East Chicago, Ind., protesting against participation by the
United States in foreign wars and favoring necessary appro-
priations for domestic purposes rather than for military pur-
poses, which was referred fo the Committee on Foreign
Relations.
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He also laid before the Senate a resclution of the Ceuncil
of Administration, Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United
States, assembled at Marion, Ohio, endorsing the operations
of the so-called Dies committee investigating un-American
activities and subversive forces in the United States and
favoring the appropriation of adequate funds therefor, which
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution of Inland Lodge,
No. 1010, Steel Workers Organizing Committee, C. 1. O., of
East Chicago, Ind., protesting against the operations of the
so-called Dies committee investigating un-American activ-
ities, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also laid before the Senate resolutions adopted by James
Lardner Lodge, No. 452, International Workers Order, of Los
Angeles, Calif., and the executive board of the New York State
Industrial Union Council, assembled at Alkany, N. Y., favor-
ing the prompt enactment of pending antilynching legislation,
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also laid before the Senate resolutions of the National
Farm Loan Associations of Panhandle and Perryton, Tex.,
favoring the restoration of the Farm Credit Administration to
the status of an independent bureau and the placing of the
operations of the Federal land banks, national farm-loan
associations, and other units of the Administration under the
supervision of a bipartisan board appointed by the President,
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, which
were referred to the Select Committee on Government Organ-
ization.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution of Inland Lodge,
No. 1010, Steel Workers Organizing Committee, C. I. O., of
East Chicago, Ind. favoring a conference of leaders of all
industrial and social forces in America to endeavor to solve
the problem of unemployment, which was referred to the
Special Committee to Investigate Unemployment and Relief.

He also laid before the Senate a letter in the nature of a
memorial from the president and board of trustees of the New
Jersey State Federation of Women’s Clubs, Newark, N. J.,
remonstrating against the enactment of the bill (S. 1650) to
promote peace and the national defense through a more equal
distribution of the burdens of war by drafting the use of
money according to ability to lend to the Government, which
was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. HOLT presented a resolution of Local No. 6105, United
Mine Workers of America, of Winding Gulf, W. Va., remon-
strating against any change or amendment of the National
Labor Relations Act or any reduction of the W. P. A. pro-
gram, which was referred to the Commitiee on Education
and Labor.

Mr. BARKLEY presented the following resolution of the
Legislature of Kentucky, which was referred to the Committee
on Post Offices and Post Roads:

Whereas there are more than 45,000 miles of poorly maintained

county-system roads in Eentucky, and a large mileage of same in
other States of the Nation; and

Whereas much of this mileage of bad county roads is necessary
for the rural free delivery of United States mails, and for transpor-
tation of children to distant schools; and

Whereas this tremendous mileage of bad roads is the only outlet
for daily business, social, and other purposes, available for the
great majority of the rural population of the country; and

Whereas many miles of this county-system road have been con-
structed and hard surfaced by W. P. A. labor and materials and
by counties, and sald large mileage of roads, thus improved, is
suffering serious damage and disintegration for the want of main-
tenance, due to the lack of funds: Therefore be it

Resolved by the Senate of Kentucky (the house of representa-
tives concurring), That the Congress of the United States be
memorialized to enact all laws and amendments to existing laws,
and to do all other things necessary to aid both in the speedy con-
struction and the substantial maintenance of the said county-
system roads of Eentucky and of other Btates of the Nation, for
the urgent reasons and purposes herein set forth; be it further

Resolved, That the chief clerk of the senate forward one copy
each of this resclution to the President of the United States, to the
President of the Senate, and to the Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States, and to our Senators and Repre-
sentatives in the United States Congress.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a resolu-
tion identical with the foregoing, which was referred fo the
Commitiee on Post Offices and Post Roads.
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Mr. SHEPPARD presented a resolution of the Federation
of Women’s Clubs of Texas, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor and ordered to be printed
in the REcorb, as follows:

Whereas the Federal Government has assisted cities of the United
States, including Texas, in eradicating slums and establishing in
their place safe and sanitary dwellings for families of low income
who could not otherwise afford decent living quarters, and thereby
convert what was once the seat of crime and disease to centers of
health and good citizenship; and

Whereas there is now pending in Congress legislation which has
already passed the Senate which will make it possible for the United
States Housing Authority to continue this great work and extend
it into the field of rural housing, and give low-income families on
the farms of our Nation now living in unhealthful and unsafe sub-
standard dwelling places, decent, safe, and sanitary homes in which
to lve; and

Whereas it is the mothers who bear the burdens of making the
home the center of family life and good citizenship, and the Federa-
tion of Women’s Clubs of Texas is interested in better living condi-
tions for all homes in Texas and in the Nation: Therefore be it

Resolved by the Federation of Women’s Clubs of Tezas, That it
endorses the United States Housing Authority program as carried
on through the housing authorities of the different States of the
Union, and as carried on in Texas, and that it endorse and urge
the passage of the legislation and appropriation now pending in
Congress to continue the United States Housing Authority's
?Ta-??l and to extend it into the rural areas of the Nation; be it

urther

Resolved, That the Federation of Women's Clubs of Texas memo-
rialize, and it hereby does memorialize the legislature of Texas to
add provisions to its present housing enabling act to provide for
rural housing through the establishment of county housing author-
ities to operate in rural areas as do the city housing authorities of
Texas at the present time in cities and towns by the aid of the
Federal Government through the United States Housing Authority,
or by other appropriate means remedy the defect in the Texas
housing laws which now prevent such Federal ald to rural housing
which is so greatly needed in our State; be it further

Resolved, That the Governor of this State, Hon. W. Lee O'Daniel,
be and hereby is memorialized to include said legislation in any
call which he may make for a speclal session of the legislature in
order that the great Commonwealth of Texas may share in the
Nation’s program for better homes and better standards of living
for those who till the soil and make it possible for us all to live from
the products of their labor,

Respectfully submitted.

Mgs. VoLNEY W. TAYLOR.
Mgs. GEorge W. Cox,
Mgs, J. W. WALKER.

Mgrs. O. H. CARLISLE.
Mgrs. FLoRENCE J. ScoTT.
Mrs. Wm. Bacon.

Mazs. Jup CoOLLIER.

[These names appeared on the resolution when it was presented
by Mrs. Volney W. Taylor to the executive board for consideration
and adoption. The resolution was adopted verbatim.]

Mr., PEPPER presented a resolution of the Board of
County Commissioners of Duval County, Fla., which was
referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Whereas under the provisions of the Federal Social Security Act
no protection is afforded to governmental employees; and

Whereas under existing laws Federal, State, county, and city em=
ployees are amenable to the provisions of the income-tax law; and

Whereas it would seem that governmental employees, except
those under pensions, should be afforded benefits of the Social
Security Act or the set-up under the unemployment-insurance
system: Therefore be it

Resolved, That this Board of County Commissioners of Duval
County, Fla., does hereby commend to the Members of Con
from the State of Florida that they make an investigation of the
matters and things set forth in the preamble of this resolution and,
if after an investigation the same appears economically feasible,
that they initiate such legislation as would bring about the ineclu-
sion of governmental employees under the Social Security Act pro-
tection and/or unemployment-insurance system; be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to each Member
of the National Congress from the State of Florida.

PREVENTION OF AND PUNISHMENT FOR LYNCHING

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
to have printed in the Recorp a letter from Rev. H. Francis
McClure, minister of the Brown Chapel, African Methodist
Episcopal Church of Parsons, Kans., urging enactment into
law of the antilynching bill.

I cannot state too strongly my own position in support of
this bill. I have sponsored and supported this proposed
legislation for years. I think the lynching record of the
United States is a disgrace to our civilization. I sincerely
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feel that in many localities the local authorities are unable
to afford proper protection to those accused of crime, or, at
any rate, do not do so. The mob concludes that the accused
persons are guilty and then takes the law into its own hands.

This condition should not, must not, be allowed to con-
tinue. The colored people for whom Reverend McClure
speaks are entitled to the protection of their Government:
and I believe that the antilynching bill pending now in a Sen-
ate subcommittee will offer a strong incentive to better law
enforcement by local officials. The House measure should be
reported at an early date and passed by the Senate without
amendment.

I send the letter to the desk and ask that it be printed in
the Recorp at this time as part of my remarks.

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

AFricaAN MEeTHODIST EPiscopAL CHURCH,
Parsons, Kans., February 8, 1940.
Senator ARTHUR CAPPER,
United States Senate, Capitol Building, Washington, D. C.

HonoraBLE S1r: On behalf of the colored voters of this section
of Kansas I am requested to write you and ask that you give the
support of your honorable office to the pending antilynching bill
now being considered by your honorable body.

We regard this very fine measure, not as legislation designed to
benefit the American Negro alone, but as a further guarantee of
the rights of the American people as prescribed, but not fully se-
cured, by our Constitution. You are our highest representative in
government and we feel that our request is in line and in perfect
harmony with your fine judgment, and that you will support any
move that may arise to limit debate and minimize the liability of
a filibuster on the part of its opponents.

With ablding faith in your fine judgment and great courage we
express to you in advance our sincere gratitude.

HRespectfully yours,
H. Francis McCLURE,
Minister, Brown Chapel, A. M. E. Church, Parsons, Kans.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

Mr. BARKLEY, from the Committee on the Library, to
which was referred the bill (S. 3325) to provide for the trans-
fer of the duplicates of certain books in the Library of Con-
gress to the Beaufort Library, of Beaufort, S. C., reported it
without amendment.

He also, from the Joint Select Committee on the Disposi-
tion of Executive Papers, to which were referred, for exami-
nation and recommendation, six lists of records transmitted
to the Senate by the Archivist of the United States which
appeared to have no permanent value or historical interest,
submitted reports thereon pursuant to law.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and re-
ferred as follows:

By Mr. McNARY:

S.3386. A bill for the relief of Julia A. 8. O'Brien; to the
Committee on Finance.

S.3387. A bill for the relief of Owen Ewart Smith; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

S.3388. A bill for the relief of Dan A. Tarpley;

S. 3389. A bill for the relief of Ernest H. Tarpley; and

S.3390. A bill for the relief of Pearl Tarpley; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

By Mr. PEPPER.:

S. 3391. A bill for the relief of the Florida Citrus Exchange,
the Growers Loan & Guaranty Co., and the Guaranty Oper-
ating Co.; to the Committee on Claims.

S.3392. A hill for the relief of Joseph E. Myers; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SCHWELLENBACH:

S.3393. A bill for the relief of Herman Wulff; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

S.3394. A bill to enable Eva Sofia Bildstein to remain
permanently in the United States; to the Committee on
Immigration.

(Mr. WiLEY introduced Senate bill 3395, which was referred
to the Committee on Education and Labor, and appears under
a separate heading.)
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By Mr. McKELLAR.:

S. 3396. A bill granting a pension to Steven E. McLaughlin;
to the Committee on Pensions,

S.3397. A bill to authorize the use of Tennessee Valley
Authority funds for the reconstruction and relocation of
certain highway bridges; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. CHANDLER.:

S.3398. A bill for the relief of William W. Addis (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims.

S.3399. A bill granting a pension to Maud Davis (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SHEPPARD:

S. 3400. A bill for the relief of Capt. Robert W. Evans (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims.

S.3401. A bill for the relief of Charles N. Barber, former
United States property and disbursing officer, Vermont Na-
tional Guard, and for other purposes; and

S. 3402. A bill to authorize the granting of a right-of-way
for roadway purposes on the Fort Thomas Military Reserva-
tion, Ky., in exchange for the release of property rights in
and to a certain road on said reservation; to the Commitiee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CLARK of Idaho:

S. 3403. A bill for the relief of Harry E. Ferguson; to the

Committee on Military Affairs.
By Mr. THOMAS of Idaho:

S.3404. A bill for the relief of Mahlon E. Lante (with ac-

companying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.
By Mr. VAN NUYS:

S.3405. A bill to provide for a money grant to Harriet
F. Wright in recognition of the valuable services rendered to
the United States by her late husband (with accompanying
papers) ; to the Committee on Education and Labor.

By Mr. HATCH:

S.3406. A bill granting to the regents of the University of
New Mexico the right to alienate certain lands conveyed to
them under authority of the act of Congress approved Au-
gust 19, 1935 (49 Stat. 659), in exchange for an equivalent
amount of land more expediently situated; to the Committee
on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. MILLER.:

S.3407. A bill authorizing the President to appoint Harry
Edward Cook, Jr., to the grade of lieutenant (junior grade),
United States Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. ASHURST:

S.3408 (by request). A bill to provide for the punishment
of persons conspiring to violate the laws relating to counter-
feiting, and cerfain other laws; to the Commitiee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. MEAD:

S. J. Res. 213. Joint resolution authorizing the acceptance
of the invitation of the Government of Italy to participate
in the Rome universal exhibition to be held at Rome, Ifaly,
in 1942; to the Commiitee on Foreign Relations.

PROPOSED PUBLIC HEARINGS BY WORK PROJECTS ADMINISTRATION

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I desire to comment briefly on
a bill which I am introducing at this time. The bill requires
that hearings or meetings held by the Work Projects Admin-
istration with respect to the grievances of relief workers be
open to the publie.

It has long been a traditional American custom that any
type of hearing on a matter of public concern is open to the
general public and to the press.

At the instigation of a newspaperman in Wisconsin, I have
investigated the policy of the Work Projects Administration
regarding hearings on labor grievances and complaints. I
am advised that the decision regarding public hearings ‘“is
one which necessarily must rest with the officials conducting
such hearings.”

According to the policy of the Administration, “it should
be understood that an open hearing, attended by interested
parties, is not necessarily a public hearing.”

Quoting further:

Decisions in these matters must be determined on the basis of
requirements of good administrative practice. The experience of
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this administration does not support the claim sometimes made
that the review of labor or other grievances should be public.
Many of the issues Involved are minor matters which can be de-
termin by less elaborate procedure. The methcds used In a
review should be determined by the officials in charge on the basis
of fairness and efficiency, and it has not been found that public
hearings serve either objective.

‘While it may be deemed expedient for this administration, as
for other operating agencies of the Federal Government, to reserve
the right to admit or exclude newspaper reporters, the press is
not excluded from the findings.

This seems to be a fair enough procedure. I do not wish
to intimate that the W. P. A. hearings are back-room star-
chamber proceedings. I feel, however, that it is desirable to
insure that the W. P. A. hearings be as democratic as pos-
sible.

W. P. A. and its administration have been subjected to
much criticism. The grievance hearings of W. P. A. workers
are rightly matters of public concern. The holding of hear-
ings open to the public would be desirable not only in the
interest of preserving a democratic procedure but also in the
best interests of the W. P. A. itself.

So long as W. P. A. hearings are held in a manner which
is free from politics, there is no reason why the meetings
cannot be public. If is all very well for the W. P. A. to make
their findings public after a hearing has been held. That
does not explain how the findings have been reached. No
court in the land could operate in that way. The mere pub-
lishing of a decision does not in any way indicate that the
decision was entirely free from considerations of political
expediency; and we know from what we heard in the last
session of the Congress that too much attention was paid to
political expediency. Reading the decision in no way indi-
cates what factors have been weighed in writing it. Hear-
ings where the press is excluded violate a very fundamental
American concept.

When hearings deal with the human rights of unfortunate
men who have been driven into the lowest class of W. P. A.
labor, it is more than ever imperative that orderly, demo-
cratic, and public proceedings be held. The American worker
in the low brackets of governmental work must not be re-
duced to the level of the serf. His rights must not be
slaughtered on the altar of smug bureaucracy.

If there is politics in W. P. A. hearings, we want to know
about it. If any unfair political considerations affect the
findings of hearings for these unfortunates, we want to know
about it.

Mr. President, at this time I introduce, for reference to the
appropriate committee, a bill requiring that hearings or
meetings held by the Work Projects Administration with
respect to the grievances of relief workers be open to the
public.

The bill (8. 3395) to require that hearings or meetings held
by the Work Projects Administration with respect to the
grievances of relief workers be open to the public was read
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Education
and Labor. .

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I have for a number of
weeks felt it my duty to call the attention of the Senate fo
the fact that during the morning hour extended speeches
should not be made, that it is a violation of the rule of the
Senate. The practice has been indulged in on both sides of
the Chamber, and I have no particular reference, of course,
to the address made by the Senator from Wisconsin today, any
more than to the remarks of other Senators. It seems that
a habit is growing up of Senators seeking to make extended
speeches during the morning hour, and I do not think that
should be indulged in. The morning hour is set aside in order
that the morning business may be proceeded with, and it
seems to me that Senators who have addresses to deliver,
political or otherwise, should wait until after the morning
hour has been concluded.

I shall feel it my duty hereafter, regardless of who may seek
to make an address during the morning hour, to make a point
of order against any Senator who fakes advantage of the
morning hour to make an extended speech on any subject.
Senators have a right to insert in the Recorp during the morn-
ing hour, under the proper heading, any communication, and
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describe what it is, but I certainly think that we should ob-
serve the rules of the Senate in regard to the conduct of
business arising during the morning hour. I think I may say
that the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary], the minority
leader, with whom I conferred about this matter some days
ago, concurs in my view.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield.

Mr. McNARY. Of course, the rules should be observed, and,
so far as I am concerned, I usually try to have the rules and
practices of the Senate followed. During the transaction of
the routine morning business there should be no discussion or
statement not having to do with the regular transaction of
the business of the Senate. I am sure the Senator and I
agree upon the value of orderly procedure.

Mr. BARKLEY. I thank the Senator.

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the two Senators who are lead-
ers of their respective parties do not invoke the rule, the
Chair will call attention to the fact that such a practice is a
violation of the rules. But the Chair did not feel that he was
obligated to call attention to the matter until the Senators
expressed themselves as they have just done.

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED

The following concurrent resolutions were referred to the
Commitiee on Printing:

H. Con. Res. 45. Concurrent resolution authorizing the
printing as a document the various proceedings in com-
memoration of the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of
the commencement of the first session of the Supreme Court
of the United States; and

H. Con. Res. 46. Concurrent resolution authorizing the
printing of additional copies of the hearings held before the
Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Represen-
tatives, current session, on the resolution (H. J. Res. 407) to
extend the authority of the President under section 350 of
the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended.

ADVERTISEMENT OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES BY RADIO—AMENDMENT
PROPOSING TO ATTACH ANTILYNCHING BILL

Mr. CLARK of Missouri submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill (S. 517) to amend the
Communications Act of 1934 to prohibit the advertising of
alcoholic beverages by radio, which was ordered to lie on
the table and to be printed.

AMENDMENTS TO AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr, McNARY submitted amendments intended to be pro-
posed by him to House bill 8202, the Agricultural Depart-
ment appropriation bill, 1941, which were referred to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed, as
follows:

On page 46, between lines 4 and 5, insert the following:
“REPORT ON FOREST LAND IN LINCOLN COUNTY, OREG.

“For a study of, and report on, a tract of 12,731 acres of
forest land in Lincoln County, Oreg. in accordance with Senate
Resolution No. 225, Seventy-sixth Congress, agreed to February 1,
1940, $3,000, to be immediately available.

“On page 46, line 5, strike out '$16,366,000,” and insert in lieu
thereof ‘$16,368,000,"."

Mr. CLARK of Idaho submitted amendments intended to
be proposed by him to House bill 8202, the Agricultural De-
partment appropriation bill, 1941, which were referred to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed, as
follows:

On page 38, line 18, strike out “$600,000” and insert in lleu
thereof “$602,000.”

On page 40, line 9, strike out “$10,000,000" and insert in lieu
thereof “$12,120,485."

On page 42, line 5, strike out “$605,000" and insert in lieu thereof
“$607,900."

On page 42, line 12, strike out “§600,000" and insert in lieu thereof
“$668,200.”

On page 42, line 16, strike out “$140,000” and insert in lieu thereof
“$140,900.”

On page 42, line 23, strike out “$135,000" and insert in lieu
thereof ''$135,400.”

On page 42, line 24, strike out “$12,795,000" and insert in lieu
thereof “$14,089,885."

On page 43, line 25, strike out "$2,200,000" and insert in leu
thereof *$2,200,540."
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On page 45, line 13, strike out “$1,000,000” and insert in lieu
thereof “$1,000,900.”

On page 46, line 5, strike out *“£16,366,000" and insert in lieu
thereof “$18,662,325.”

On page 46, line 20, strike out “$7,500,000” and insert in lieu
thereof “$10,000,000.”

LETTER BY SENATOR NORRIS REGARDING ASSOCIATED GAS & ELECTRIC
CASE
[Mr. La FoLLETTE asked and obtained leave to have printed
in the Recorp copy of a letter written by Senator Norris
to the Chairman of the Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion concerning the Associated Gas & Electric case, and also
a statement with relation to the same situation, which
appear in the Appendix.]
WORK OF TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY
[Mr. Norris asked and obtained leave to have printed in
the REcorp a letter written to him by Hon. David E. Lilienthal,
Director, Tennessee Valley Authority, relative to the opera-
tions of the T. V. A. during the last 6 months, and also an
article by Edward R. Smith, published in the EKnoxville
(Tenn.) News-Sentinel, entitled “Papers Using ‘Canned
Stufl’ Opposing T. V. A.,” which appear in the Appendix.]
ARTICLE BY HARLAN TROTT ON RURAL ELECTRIFICATION
[Mr. Norris asked and obtained leave to have printed in
the Recorp an article by Harlan Trott entitled “New England
Waves a Yardstick,” published in the Christian Science Moni-
tor of the issue of February 3, 1940, which appears in the
Appendix.]
ADDRESS BY SENATOR TYDINGS ON AID TO FINLAND
[Mr. BrowN asked and obtained leave to have printed in
the Recorp a radio address delivered by Senator Typincs
cn February 16, 1940, on the subject Aid to Finland, which
appears in the Appendix.]
ARTICLE BY SENATOR REYNOLDS ON ADMISSION OF REFUGEE
CHILDREN
[Mr. REYNoLDS asked and obtained leave to have printed in
the ReEcorp an article written by him and published in the
February number of the Rotarian magazine on the subject of
the proposed admission of refugee children into the United
States, which appears in the Appendix.]
ADDRESS BY SENATOR MURRAY ON THE AMERICAN YOUTH ACT
[Mr. Meap asked and obtained leave to have printed in the
REcorp a radio address delivered by Senator Murray on Feb-
ruary 13, 1940, on the American Youth Act, which appears in
the Appendix.]
ADDRESS BY SENATOR MALONEY ON NATIONAL DEFENSE
[Mr. MarLoneY asked and obtained leave to have printed in
the ReEcorp a radio address on national defense delivered by
him on February 11, 1940, which appears in the Appendix.]
ADDRESS BY SENATOR SCHWELLENBACH TO NATIONAL LAWYERS
GUILD
[Mr, HrLy asked and obtained leave to have printed in the
REecorp a radio address delivered by Senator SCHWELLENBACH,
on February 16, 1940, at the annual banquet of the Los
Angeles Chapter of the National Lawyers Guild on the subject,
American Democracy and the Bill of Rights, which appears
in the Appendix.]
ADDRESS BY SENATOR SCHWELLENBACH ON THE SITUATION IN THE
FAR EAST
[Mr. PeppErR asked and obtained leave to have printed in
the Recorp a radio address delivered by Senator SCHWELLEN-
BACH, on February 18, 1940, on the situation in the Far East,
which appears in the Appendix.]
ADDRESS BY SENATOR WILEY ON FINLAND

[Mr. WiLeY asked and obtained leave to have printed in the
REcoRD a radio address delivered by him on February 17, 1940,
on the subject of Finland, which appears in the Appendix.]

INTERVIEW WITH SENATOR MEAD ON OLD-AGE SECURITY
[Mr. MurraY asked and obtained leave to have printed in
the REcorp a radio interview with Senator Meap on the prob-

lems of the middle-aged and older workers, which appears in
the Appendix.]
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ADDRESS BY SECRETARY ICKES ON GOVERNMENT AND BUSINESS

[Mr. Gurrey asked and obtained leave to have printed in
the REcorp an address on Government and Business, deliv-
ered by Hon, Harold L. Ickes, Secretary of the Interior, before
the Economic Club of New York on Wednesday, February 14,
1940, which' appears in the Appendix.]

ADDRESS BY HON. JAMES A, FARLEY TO JUNIOR CHAMBER OF
COMMERCE OF MEMPHIS, TENN,

[Mr. McKeLLAR asked and obtained leave to have printed
in the Recorp an address delivered by Hon. James A. Farley,
on February 14, 1940, under the auspices of the Memphis
Junior Chamber of Commerce at Memphis, Tenn., which
appears in the Appendix.]

JACKSON DAY ADDRESS BY HON. LOUIS JOHNSON

[Mr. GeorceE asked and obtained leave to have printed in
the Recorp a Jackson Day address delivered at Atlanta, Ga.,
on January 8, 1940, by Hon. Louis Johnson, Assistant Secre-
tary of War, which appears in the Appendix.]

ARTICLE BY ERNEST K. LINDLEY ON OPERATIONS OF HOME OWNERS’
LOAN CORPORATION

[Mr. BarRxLEY asked and obtained leave to have printed in
the REcorp an article by Ernest K. Lindley, published in the
Washington Post of today, entitled “Loans for Homes,” which
appears in the Appendix.]

AMERICA’S AIR PROTECTION—ARTICLE BY FRAZIER HUNT

[Mr. TromMAas of Oklahoma asked and obtained leave to have
printed in the Recorp an article by Frazier Hunt, entitled
“Can Our Planes Protect America?” published in This Week
magazine for February 18, 1940, which appears in the
Appendix.]

NEW DEAL FINANCING—EDITORIAL FROM THE PITTSBURGH POST-
GAZETTE

[Mr. Davis asked and obtained leave to have printed in the

REecorDp an editorial by Paul Block in the Pittsburgh Post-

'QGazette of Pebruary 13, 1940, entitled “Mr. Roosevelt’s

Financial Statements Are Both Puzzling and Shocking,”

which appears in the Appendix.]

ALLOTMENT OF FEDERAL FUNDS AMONG THREE REGIONS OF THE
UNITED STATES

[Mr. BarLey asked and obtained leave to have printed in

the Recorp tables showing the allotment of Federal funds
 among three regions of the United States, which appear in
' the Appendix.]

GUAM—EDITORIAL FROM THE WASHINGTON EVENING STAR

[Mr. Gieson asked and obtained leave to have printed in

! the REcorp an editorial from the Washington Evening Star of
February 17, 1940, entitled “Guam Loses Again,” which ap-

' pears in the Appendix.]

| RECIPROCAL-TRADE AGREEMENTS—ARTICLE BY ROBERT P. VANDERPOEL

[Mr. Lucas asked and obtained leave to have printed in

the REcorp an article by Robert P. Vanderpoel, published in
[the Chicago Herald-American of February 14, 1940, on the
. subject of reciprocal-trade agreements, which appears in the
Appendix.]
: RECIPROCAL-TRADE AGREEMENTS
[Mr. Lucas asked and obtained leave to have printed in the
RECORD an editorial published in Collier’s weekly of February
' 12, 1940, entitled “Let Trader Hull Trade On,” which appears
in the Appendix.]
THE CALENDAR
. The VICE PRESIDENT. The routine morning business is
closed. The calendar, under rule VIII, is in order. The clerk
will proceed with the call of the calendar.
The resolution (S. Res. 58) providing that a calendar day’s
| notice shall suffice in connection with suspension of a rule,
was announced as first in order.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Over.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, my attention was diverted.
I had intended to ask unanimous consent that the calendar
be called for action on unobjected-to bills and other measures.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.
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Mr. BARKLEY. Before the call is proceeded with, I feel
that I should state that the senior Senator from Florida
[Mr. ANDREWS] last week gave notice that he desired to ad-
dress the Senate this morning. I hope that the Chair will
recognize the Senator from Florida to deliver his address at
this time before we proceed with the call of the calendar.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the Senator
from Florida addressing the Senate at this time? The Chair
hears none, and the Senator from Florida is recognized.

PERMANENT OLD-AGE ASSISTANCE

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. President, on last Thursday I again
gave notice that I would take up Senate Joint Resolution 145,
introduced by me for myself and the junior Senator from
Massachusetts [Mr, Looge]l on June 5, 1939.

This amendment was considered by the Senate Committee
on the Judiciary last summer, and on the 30th day of June
1939 it was reported out favorably by a vote of 10 to 6, and
now constitutes No. 759 on the present Senate Calendar.
It had been my purpose to discuss this important amendment
before the close of the regular session last August or at the
beginning of the special session which met in September, but
due to an understanding between the executive department
and the Congress, no matters other than the Neutrality Act
were considered during the extra session. This is the first
time I have had an opportunity, therefore, to present my
views on this resolution to the Senate.

In view of the fact that there seems to be some doubt that
Congress has the authority, even under the general-welfare
clause of the Constitution, to enact a law providing for
levying a tax to be placed in a separate special fund and paid
out only for a specific purpose, such as old-age assistance, it
has occurred to us to submit this proposed constitutional
amendment—Senate Joint Resolution 145—which, in simple
terms, provides that “The Congress shall have power to levy
taxes for old-age assistance.” Under this amendment Con-
gress would have undoubted authority to provide in due course
a method of taxation deemed best advisable upon the amend-
ment being ratified by three-fourths of the States.

The present method of combining appropriations of money
for old-age assistance with that raised by a tax on pay
rolls for other purposes under the Social Security Act has
not been satisfactory but has been a source of much unfavor-
able comment among our citizens generally.

The rather meager funds provided under the Social Secu-
rity Act by the Federal and State Governments are not only
indefinite but admittedly inadequate in many instances to
provide the bare necessities of life, even for the comparatively
few who are able to qualify for old-age assistance under its
provisions.

We are receiving hundreds of letters complaining of the
inadequacy of the present program for old-age assistance
from all sections of our country, and, since it is a matter of
national interest, as it affects our old people, also our young
who should be kept in school and under parental influence
through youth’s adolescent years, I feel that each State in
this Union should have the opportunity to pass judgment
upon whether a definite program of old-age security should
be permanently provided by way of a constitutional amend-
ment. We therefore submit this proposed amendment for
the consideration of Congress, with the hope that favorable
action will be taken at this Seventy-sixth Congress.

The amendment, if adopted and ratified, does not under-
take to state the form nor the amount of the tax, but leaves
that to be worked out in due course by act of Congress carry-
ing it into effect.

When the financial crash of 1929, and the economic de-
pression which followed, came upon us, it found many thou-
sands of our once self-sustaining older citizens in a deplorable
situation. They had carefully provided for the “rainy day,”
but had not anticipated one of the most destructive financial
crashes in history.

Those persons over 55 or 60 years of age, and even younger,
finding themselves in dire need, sought employment, but soon
learned that it was practically impossible to obtain employ-
ment either in the industries or even with the Federal Gov=-
ernment, and mainly by reason of their age.
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It was apparently presumed that they were not able to
perform either manual or mental labor in a way or manner
satisfactory to those from whom they sought employment.
Millions of these fine old American people, who have endured
the cold winters and the noonday heat, are to be found in
every State in the Union. Many thousands, coming from
nearly every State in the Union, are passing their cdeclining
years in Florida and California to avoid some of the rigors
of the colder climates. -

If is not alone a problem of my State, or of any particular
State. It is a Nation-wide problem. We have heard much
in recent years about securing old age against want and
poverty. Many felt that the Social Security Act would ulti-
mately meet the requirements for relief for old age and
unemployment, and no doubt it is a very long step taken in
the right direction. We often hear the statement that its
operation is a severe burden not only on small business but
upon the laborer who should be the main beneficiary. It is
now claimed by many that it is so complicated and the
amounts so meager that a more simple and workable method
of cld-age assistance should be provided; in fact, has become
necessary.

We might as well recognize this fundamental truth: That
in a democracy like America the national security of our
people in the ultimate is rooted in economic contentment.
To retain that democratic security we must keep our human
efforts and natural resources harnessed in productive work.

Religious liberty, political liberty, economic liberty—these
liberties that have heretofore made America the land of op-
portunity and contentment are like the foundation of a great
building. It is futile to try to save the upper stories when
the foundation stones are crumbling.

We become astonished and surprised when we take time to
analyze our economic and social conditions as they are. In
the United States we have less than 8 percent of the world’s
population. But under normal conditions we use about one-
half of the world’s rubber, a fifth of its sugar, two-thirds of
its silk, a third of its coal, half of its pig iron, half of its
copper, and more than two-thirds of its crude oil.

We operate over half of the world's telephone and tele-
graph lines and units. We own more than three-quarters of
the automobiles of the earth and a third of the world’s rail-
roads. We produce more than half of the wheat, cotton, lead,
and zinc of the world.

Deep in the ground at Fort Knox, Ky., we have hidden more
than half the world’s most precious monetary metal. We have
two-thirds of the world’s banking resources. Our people
have a purchasing power greater than that of the 500,000,000
people of Europe and considerably larger than that of the
billion people who live in Asia.

No people excels us in inventive genius or capacity for
constructive building. Having no more natural resources and
raw materials than possessed by some of the other great
nations, we have, in our relatively short history, created by
our own industry the wealthiest nation on earth. Yet we are
still in a depression that began nearly 10 years ago, with
about one out of every seven of our citizens living off some
form of relief or governmental salary. The present dilemma
is a test of our ingenuity and economic leadership in the
world.

For 2 years I have joined my efforts with others here in
Congress to try to force better prices by restricting the produc-
tion of the farm, factory, and the shop. We have tried to give
Jabor better wages by restricting the output of the worker.
We have tried to keep millions of able-bodied men and
women in productive tasks by various forms of work created
by rule of law. This administration—more than any other in
our history—has tried to and has greatly helped the under-
privileged by a spending process, yet we all admit that we
cannot lift ourselves out of the depression’s quagmire by our
own bootstraps. Our national debt has now reached the
point where it equals nearly two-thirds' of our combined
national income.

Through private and public borrowing we have sought to
maintain our economic pace. The experiment would be more
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pleasing if it were not for the fact that the restrictions on
output plus relief cannot be continued indefinitely.

Many feel that the establishment of a permanent plan of
old-age assistance would, at the same stroke, better secure
our youth through modern education and employment.
Generous provisions for securing the comfort of the old, and
broadening opportunities for the youth in other civilized
countries have been found valuable throughout the experience
of past ages.

Families did this in the past before the machinery age. For
the nation to aid when the family breaks down is funda-
mentally sound. A failure to do so is dangercus. A democ-
racy, even such as ours, exists by the will and support of the
citizens composing it, and we should be able, with all the
experience of the past few years, to apply the very sound old
prineciple of supply and demand to new conditions.

Looking back a decade we find that the underlying, funda-
mental assumptions of both the Hoover and Roosevelt admin-
istrations are very much the same: That to spend or lend
public money and restrict agricultural production would
enable our people and our resources to mark time until the
economic crisis could pass.

Having diligently tried out this experiment, there are many
who feel that we need to return to the planting of abundant
harvests, the foundation of real wealth—that no one could
starve in a land of plenty. Indeed there are times when these
necessities of life are far more valuable to the well-being of
our people than gold, silver, or currency.

We have learned many useful lessons from the operations
of relief measures such as the W. P. A., and among them,
that we cannot continue indefinitely to appropriate billions
to provide jobs. Some say we may have started something
we cannot stop. We must now lend our efforts to find an
effective substitute, the burdens of which could be shared by
all according to their productive capacity.

Referring more directly to the effect the prevailing eco-
nomic condition of the country may have had upon the youth
in recent years, I am informed that over 50 percent of the
crime in this country, of the more serious types—kidnaping,
highway robbery, bank robbery, gangsterism—is being com-
mitted by minors, mere boys in their teens. Twenty-five years
ago, only the seasoned barroom gambling thug of mature age
would have committed such felonies as we have become so
accustomed to seeing described in the daily papers.

There is a reason or cause back of this social cancer that
is eating at the very heart of our people, and it will remain
a pitiful commentary upon our civic ingenuity and pride if a
solution is not found to alleviate it. We can and must find
the cause and, if possible, apply the age-old ounce of preven-
tion at the very source, rather than that pound of cure usually
administered by the courts after the jail doors are closed.

We are told that in recent years it has cost city, county,
State, and National Governments several billion dollars an-
nually to run down, conviet, incarcerate, guard, feed, and
take care of thess boys who have thumbed their way down
the broad road to crime.

‘When the crash came in 1929, there were millions of parents
past middle age, with minor children, less than 10 years of
age. Many are growing up through the adolescent age,
without that guidance and protection traditionally and
properly divided between parental control and the ever-
dependable teachers of the common and private schools.

Many thousands of these boys of our older people became
desperate when they realized that there was nothing at home
to pay for their food, clothes, and schooling. They soon
thumbed their way down the road by the tens of thousands.
The records will show that many never returned. They went
along until they became hungry. Long experience has shown
that a human being will break in and sfeal rather than perish
from hunger, -

The first time the wayward boy was not detected. He went
farther on the way and again became hungry, and again broke
and entered. The third time he was caught, tried, and sen-
tenced as a felon. He then took his place, at that most im-
pressionable age, in prison among hardened criminals. From
that hour he became an outcast and a liability to society.
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The old heartbrocken mother and father are still hunting for
some way to earn enough to eke out an existence during their
remaining days.

We do not know the gross amount that a sales or transac-
tion tax, or gross income tax, or some other tax, would pro-
duce, nor what the average per month would be when divided
among the eligible cld people, but a 2-percent sales tax on
purchases for an average family with an income of $2,500
annually is only $50. It is clear that the average annuity
insurance, providing for retirement at 60, is costing many
times that amount.

A reasonable and workable tax would permit the younger
people to lay up for themselves an insurance policy, in the
form of old-age security, that would allow them to retire on
what may be termed a fixed annuity at the age of 60. There
ought to be some kind of a dividend or annuity for the citizens
of this country who have paid their taxes for 40 years and
actually own a life interest in at least one share in the richest
government on earth. The proposed plan is nothing more
nor less than a gradual form of industrial or old-age insurance
to which all would contribute during the 40 years people
are usually able to provide for themselves.

There could be little danger of our ecitizens becoming Com-
munists or Nazis or Fascists if every American citizen
knew that he had a definite reserved annuity fund laid up
for him with his Government to secure him against want
after he is too old to provide for himself.

If we could thus retire several millions of our people over
60, there would be ample employment for the young men and
women who now often find there is no demand or call for
their services. I have thousands of letters from young men
and women who are well qualified to fill responsible positions,
but I' can find places for only a portion of those who seek
employment.

We are facing facts, not mere theories. The Gallup poll,
on the outcome of the 1938 elections and on several important
national questions, has become so accurate that it is now gen-
erally respected as a more or less reliable expression of the
cross section of our citizens. The poll which appeared in the
Sunday, February 26, 1939, issues of the daily press, shows
very significant facts as to the public’s views on cld-age
security or pensions.

Bearing in mind that we live in a democracy in which our
citizens through our system may express their views, it has
occurred to me to show the undoubted trend of public senti-
ment on this question.

On the direct question, Do you believe in Government old-
age pensions? 94 percent voted “yes” and only 6 percent
vot'ed (‘n°.ll

In the same poll this important question was asked: “Would
you be willing to pay a sales tax or an income tax in order to
provide these pensions?” Eighty-seven percent voted “yes”
and 13 percent voted ‘“no.”

That is the answer of the people of the United States.

In closing his comment on this test Dr. Gallup made the
very significant observation that—

1. The present Social Security Act falls short of providing what
the public considers an adequate old-age-pension system at this
time. Unless Congress and the various States take steps to remedy
the situation a growth rather than a decline of glittering pension
schemes can probably be expected,

2. Although few Americans completely accept the proposals of
Dr. Townsend and other pension leaders, or would be willing to
pay the taxes to make them effective, many voters say they are
supporting these plans because they are “in the right direction.”

Under the circumstances, and especially in view of the fact
that this matter has been discussed from coast to coast and
in every State, it is the thought of many that the people
should have the opportunity to vote on it. The Congress can
then work out in detail an act in line with the principles
expressed in S. 3255 and S, 3270 to put it into operation.

IT IS A NATIONAL AND NOT A STATE OR LOCAL PROBLEM

Mr. President, this important social and economic problem
was carefully and wisely analyzed in a recent decision of our
United States Supreme Court in the case of Helvering v. Davis
(301 U. 8. 619), involving the constitutionality of title II of the
Social Security Act, captioned “Federal old-age benefits.”
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The necessity for better securing the aged and thus the wel-
fare of the Nation as a whole is so ably presented in the
body of the opinion in that case that I shall here give that
portion having reference to old-age security.

This is an epoch-making decision. It lays a new founda-
tion for at least one important social edifice upon which to
build old-age security.

Judge Cardozo, speaking for our Supreme Court, said:

The purge of Nation-wide calamity that began in 1929 has taught
us many lessons. Not the least is the solidarity of interests that
may once have seemed to be divided. Unemployment spreads from
State to State, the hinterland is now settled that in ploneer days
gave an avenue of escape. BSpreading from State to State, unem-
ployment is an {ll, not particular but general, which may be
checked, if Congress so determines, by the resources of the Nation.
But the 11l is all one or at least not greatly different whether men
are thrown out of work because there is no longer work to do or
because the disabilities of age make them incapable of doing it.
Rescue becomes necessary frrespective of the cause. The hope be-
hind this statute is to save men and women from the rigors of the
poorhouse as well as from the haunting fear that such a lot awaits
them when journey's end is near.

Congress did not improvise a judgment when it found that the
award of old-age benefits would be conducive to the general welfare,
The President’s Committee on Economic Security made an investi-
gation and report, alded by a research staff of Government officers
and employees, and by an advisory council and seven other advisory
groups. Extensive hearings followed before the House Committee
on Ways and Means and the Senate Committee on Finance. A
great mass of evidence was brought together supporting the policy
which finds expression in the act. Among the relevant facts are
these: The number of persons in the United States 65 years of age
or over is increasing proportionately as well as absolutely. What
is even more important, the number of such persons unable to take
care of themselves is growing at a threatening pace.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuanpLER in the chair).
Does the Senator from Florida yield to the Senator from
Massachusetts?

Mr. ANDREWS. T yield.

Mr. LODGE. Does the Senator prefer to make a con-
nected statement without interruption, or is he willing to
entertain a few questions?

Mr. ANDREWS. I believe I prefer to make my full state-
ment without interruption. I think I can then better an-
swer questions. The questions which the Senator has in
mind may be answered a little later in my address.

Mr. LODGE. The Senator is making a very able and com-
prehensive speech. I wish more Senators were present to
get the benefit of it.

Mr. ANDREWS. I continue reading from the opinion of
the Supreme Court of the United States. My opinion may
not be worth much, but the opinion of the Supreme Court
is, and it is based upon facts brought before it in an orderly
way.

More and more our population is becoming urban and industrial
instead of rural and agricultural. The evidence is impressive that
among industrial workers the younger men and women are preferred
over the older. In times of retrenchment the older are commonly the
first to go, and even if retained their wages are likely to be lowered.
The plight of men and women at so low an age as 40 is hard, almost
hopeless, when they are driven to seek for reemployment. Statistics
are in the brief. A few lllustrations will be chosen from many
there collected. In 1930, out of 224 American factories investigated,
71, or almost one-third, had fixed maximum hiring age limits; in
4 plants the limit was under 40; in 41 it was under 46; in the
other 1563 plants there were no fixed limits, but in practice few were
hired if they were over 50 years of age. With the loss of savings
inevitable in periods of idleness, the fate of workers over 65, when
thrown out of work, is little less than desperate. A recent study
of the SBocial Security Board informs us that “one-fifth of the aged
in the United States were receiving old-age assistance, emergency
relief, institutional care, employment under the works program,
or some other form of aid from public or private funds; two-fifths
to one-half were dependent on friends and relatives; one-eighth
had some income from s; and possibly one-sixth had some
savings or property. Approximately 3 out of 4 persons 65 or over
were probably dependent wholly or partially on others for support.”

The problem is plainly national in area and dimensions. More-
over, laws of the separate States cannot deal with it effectively.
Congress, at least, had a basis for that belief. State and local
governments are often lacking In the resources that are mecessary
to finance an adequate program of security for the aged. This is
brought out with a wealth of illustration In recent studies of the
problem. Apart from the failure of resources, States and local
governments are at times reluctant to increase so heavily the
burden of taxation to be borne by their residents for fear of placing
themselves in a position of economic disadvantage as compared
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with nelghbors or competitors. We have seen this in our study
of the problem of unemployment compensation. A system of old-
age pensions has special dangers of its own, if put in force in one
Btate and rejected in another. The existence of such a system
is a bait to the needy and dependent elsewhere—encouraging them
to migrate and seek a haven of repose. Only a power that is
national can serve the interests of all.

Mr, President, some of the authorities noted by our Su-
preme Court in their opinion were cited in footnotes and are
rather illuminating, They bear out with emphasis the Court’s
conclusions. I will give five of them here, as follows:

First. The Senate committee estimated, when investigating
the Social Security Act, that over one-half of the people in
the United States over 65 years of age and there are at least
6,000,000 of them—probably 8,000,000—are dependent upon
cthers for support—Senate Report No. 628, Seventy-fourth
Congress, first session, page 4. A similar estimate was made
in the report to the President of the Committee on Economic
Security, 1935, page 24.

Second. A report of the Pennsylvania Commissicn on Old
Age Pensions made in 1919, page 108, after a study of 16,281
persons and interviews with more than 3,500 persons 65 years
and over, showed two-fifths with no income but wages and
one-fourth supported by children; 1.5 percent had savings and
11.8 percent had property.

Third. A report on old-age pensions by the Massachusetts
Commission on Pensions—Senate Report No. 5, 1925, pages
41, 52—showed that in 1924 iwo-thirds of those above 65
had, alone or with a spouse, less than $5,000 of property and
cne-fourth had none. Two-thirds of those with less than
$5,000 and income of less than $1,000 were dependent in
whele or in part on others for support. It may be men-
tioned in this connection that the people of the New England
States have been more frugal and more careful to provide
for their older pecple perhaps than have the people of any
other section of the United States.

Fourth. A report of the New York State commission made
in 1930—Legislative Document No. 67, 1930, page 39—showed
a condition of total dependency as to 58 percent cf those 65
and over, and 62 percent of those 70 and over.

Fifth. The National Government has found in connection
with grants to States for old-age assistance under another
title of the Social Security Act, title I, that in February 1937,
38.8 percent of all persons over 65 in Colorado received public
assistance; in Oklahoma the percentage was 44.1; and in
Texas, 37.5. In 10 States out of 40 with plans approved by
the Sccial Security Board, more than 25 percent of those over
65 could meet the residence requirements and qualify under a
means test and were actually receiving public aid.

No one will undertake to say that old-age security has not
become one of the cutstanding guestions before the American
people, and justice demands that ample provision be made for
the necessary support, health, and comfort of these elderly
citizens, who are practically ostracized from all employment.

As clearly pointed out by cur Supreme Court, social security
for the aged is more a National than a State duty and obliga-
tion. It cannot be solved by the enactment of a multiplicity
of conflicting State laws, with unequal burdens of taxation,
always subject to constant changes. It can be adequately
solved only by a uniform basic law, national in scope, which
will insure to the aged citizens of each State permanent and
equal security with those in every other State.

The consensus of opinion among the leading economists
and social workers is that the unemployment status through
which we are passing is largely due to a lack of purchasing
power of the average citizen; in other words, to a lack of abil-
ity of the American consumers to buy. The lack of ability to
buy is, of course, chiefly due to a lack of employment, It
is further conceded that employment is largely affected by
the fact that many are compelled to labor many years beyond
the age when they can deliver a dollar’s worth of service for
a dollar’s worth of pay. Up to this time the only plan that
has received Nation-wide study and the approval of many
millions of our people is the plan proposed and known as the
general-welfare bill recently re-formed and introduced in
the Seventy-sixth Congress by the Senator from California
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[Mr. DowneY] as S. 3255, customarily referred to as the Dr.
Townsend plan.

In brief, this revised plan provides for the levying and col-
lecting of a Federal tax of 2 percent upon the gross income of
all companies and persons over and above $250 per month
from whatever source derived, the revenue collected there-
from to be placed in a separate general-welfare account, to
be equally distributed among qualified citizens over the age
of 60, and upon the specific conditions that the same shall not
be hoarded but expended within a given period.

Such a tax imposed by the Federal Government would be
equal and uniform and would necessarily be based upon ability
to earn, in that those with small incomes would naturally pay
less than those who receive much.

The plan does not require that the Federal Government
issue any interest-bearing bonds, borrow any money, make
appropriations, increase the national debt, or assume any
financial obligations in any way to meet the provisions of
the act, except to collect and receive the amounts brought
in by reason of the special tax, to be paid out to each
individual qualifying to receive it. The amount each benefi-
ciary could receive of the total tax so collected would be de-
termined by dividing the total sum collected by the number of
eligible persons. Of course, no one can tell at this time just
what that amount for each recipient will be.

It is believed by many who have carefully studied the whola
situation that the carrying ocut of some plan in line with the
principles stated in 8. 3255, will result in the emplcyment of
millions of able-bodied persons now idle, not only by increas-
ing production but by withdrawing large numbers of elderly
people from the field of productive activity, thus creating new
opporfunities for the younger people of our land who would
take their elders’ places.

The indications are very convineing that this would ulti-
mately make W. P. A. relief appropriations for unemployment
almost, if not totally, unnecessary. As pointed out hereto-
fore, it would decrease dangerous idleness and afford youth an
opportunity for employment. It would necessarily reduce
crime, thus saving additional billions cf dollars of tax money
expended annually in the enforcement of law, court costs,
and other costs which follow in the wake of crime, including
the maintenance of numerous prisons, reformatories, and
protective agencies. Idleness and hunger are the twin beds
of crime and lawlessness. It would also mean a tremendous
saving in losses to our private citizens due direetly to crime.
For example, in 170 cities of over 25,000 population in 1938,
detailed figures show that the value of property stolen, either
by robbery, burglary, larceny, or theft, was over $28,000,000.

Perhaps the greatest benefit ultimately and continucusly to
be derived from the plan of old-age security would be the fact
that it would inspire a greater spirit of loyalty to our Gov-
ernment and our American institutions. No one, whether
foreign born or native citizen, regardless of any organiza-
tions, political or otherwise, to which he may belong, would
have any incentive to try to tear down institutions under a
government such as ours, definitely providing him against the
infirmities of declining years, when he is no longer able
properly to provide the comforts of life. A citizen will not
tear down the temple which shelters him.,

It would likewise be an incentive to youth, including the
young married man, to pay the tax, in order that his old
mother and father might be properly taken care of when
they shall have reached the evening of life. Everyone could
face old age with an assurance that he would not be a burden
upecn his children or his grandchildren. It is significant here
to state that crime has seldom been chargeable to the idleness
of persons after the age of 60.

It is believed by many who have made a close study of the
old-age plan that it will have a strong tendency to substitute
an economy of plenty for an economy of scarcity. It would
likewise effect tremendous savings in the cost of operating
and maintaining numerous county, State, and municipal in-
stitutions now known as homes for old people, reform schools
for indigent children, and other like institutions which are
direct burdens upon local governmental taxing units,
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It is claimed that more than half of the old people now
maintained at the hospitals for the mentally defective are
not there because of their being a menace or dangerous to
society, but are there classified as persons afflicted with senile
dementia, which is nothing more nor less than old age. The
fact that these dear old people have had to be sent away from
their loved ones to spend their last days behind high walls
and barred gates, remains a sad commentary upon our
boasted humanitarian civilization.

The people of the State of Florida, through its legislature,
have adopted and presented a solemn memorial to this Con-
gress which is now here on record, pointing out the facts
which I have mentioned, and in which they declare that
old-age assistance is a national question.

We are further alarmed when we consider that crime is
now the largest economic problem of the United States, par-
ticularly with regard to the fabulous expenditures it involves.
The annual cost of crime in this country is estimated to be
$15,000,000,000; and it will readily be admitted that a
$15,000,000,000 enterprise, even in these days and times, is
large in every sense of the word. This predatory activity
levies and collects a tax of nearly $120 annually for every
man, woman, and child in our Nation. Out of every dollar of
national income, 25 cents must be charged off to crime,

In order to present the problem in a still more realistic
manner, may I say that this $15,000,000,000 annual cost of
crime is 400 percent greater than the national annual cost of
education, which is a little over $3,000,000,000. In other
words, the onslaughts of these criminal armies are costing us
400 percent more than we are spending in the education of
the juvenile members of our communities.

If we spent more upon constructive education, our crime
bill would be less. It may be further noted that the cost of
lawlessness is 25 percent more than our total annual tax bill
of approximately $12,000,000,000.

We have youth in crime because we have failed to provide
youth with proper upbringing and opportunities. Only in
the rarest instances of diseased minds can we say that the
first offender commits crimes out of sheer antisocial senti-
ments. Children merge into crime because of deep-laid
faults in society, such as poverty, idleness, and because their
elders too often neglect them for pleasure.

Today, as you know, 20 percent of our worst crimes are the
work of persons who have not yet even reached the voting
age. This means that one-fifth of all murders, thieveries,
robberies, and the other malignant outrages against our peo-
ple are committed by boys in their teens—youths who should
be reaching the threshold of useful lives.

This 20 percent falls tragically short of the boasted ideals of
American citizenship. It is not a pleasant picture. It is not
a healthful outlook. It is a deplorable condition when a
nation such as America must bow under the disgrace of a set
of circumstances in which one-fifth of our most deadly out-
laws, our murderers, our machine-gunning desperadoes are
little beyond childhood. It is incumbent upon all of us, there-
fore, to recognize and admit the causes for such conditions,
and, reaching beyond, to search for the means by which they
may be remedied.

When we are confronted with the fact that the erime army
of America includes more than 700,000 boys and girls of less
than voting age who, at the very threshold of life, were cut off
from worthy careers, then, indeed, the other side of the cost
of crime is recognized as a ghastly one. But the human costs
do not end even here.

What of the 700,000 mothers who risked their lives to bring
these boys and girls into the world? What of the mothers and
fathers with heads bowed down in sorrow, the lines of which
cannot be effaced?

President Coolidge, in speaking on this subject, made a
profound statement. He said:

To my mind, the great strength of soclety lies in its recognition
of the necessity of discipline.

If the truth of that statement could only be instilled into
the mind of every parent in the United States, we would have
less crime, Discipline seems to have been forgotten. Laxity
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of administration in the duties of parenthood threatens the
foundations upon which the family is based. It is all very
well to say that youth should have its fling, but statistics show
that the way of youth is tending too swiftly toward the path of
crime. The family circle, once sacred in every American
home, has been too often transferred from the fireside to the
tonneau of a “tin lizzie.”

There is no reasonable explanation which the fathers and
mothers of America can make for this outrageous situation.
They are allowing the reins to slip from their hands; they
have allowed their own personal pleasures to become upper-
most; they have allowed the spirit of family discipline to
become weakened, and thus youth has lingered along the
roads of life which must lead, all too often, to disillusionment.
Parents have become too engrossed in enjoying the fleshpots
and pleasures of the age to give proper attention to their
offspring.

Discipline must be reestablished in the American home
before we can look for better conditions. The father who
thinks too much about golf to care what his son is doing:
the mother who is so eager for bridge that she pretends to
believe that her daughter, in a parked car beside the roadway,
is merely indulging in a bit of harmless pleasure, must either
recast their ideas or ultimately realize that they are unable
to govern their own children for whose existence and up-
bringing they are responsible.

The law of sex with all its temptations and weaknesses,
will never change until the laws of nature change; the laws
of nature, like those of the Medes and Persians, change not.

In considering the problem of old-age assistance, the pri-
mary questions are: (1) How should it be initiated? and (2)
How can it be financed?

The United States in this regard has lagged far behind
other civilized nations, but of late years there has come a
growing recognition of this, not only as it relates to our aged,
but to youth as an economic factor in our national life.

The attitude toward this matter has steadily veered from
the single idea of old-age assistance as a pension, per se, to
a recognition of the fact that it likewise involves an economic
factor affecting the lives of middle-aged and young people,
all of whom must grow old some time. So the problem has
become not only one of establishing a living standard for
superannuates, but because of the large number affected
and the consequent cost, a solution of the problem must be
devised in such manner as will harmonize it with other
national economic measures.

In other words, the old-age assistance problem has defi-
nitely become a part of any program for national recovery
and relief. It cannot be otherwise, for current sources of
revenue are not sufficient to take care of our relief problem,
and it is the consensus of opinion that we should not add to
our present methods of taxation from which the people are
crying for relief.

Industry is adding to the acuteness of the situation by its
continuous methods of lowering the age limit for employees.
This is part of the trend brought about by the recognition
that employers’ liability insurance discloses that a majority
of claims paid are to those past the age of 40, and the em-
ployer refuses to take a chance on the efficiency of a worker
where Nature’s processes of mental reaction to danger stimuli
are operating against the older worker,

Therefore the problem of old-age assistance will become
more and more acute as time goes on. The importance of
making our desire to solve this situation in favor of the old
people an interrelated measure with all the rest of our eco-
nomic planning becomes pressingly important. Population
trends indicate that, in the passing of the years, an ever-
increasing percentage of our people will come under the
classification of superannuates, and any system of assistance
for this growing class must be undertaken on a pay-as-you-go
basis, or we shall, as a nation, become bankrupt.

The matter of financing this program out of the revenue
derived from incomes over a certain amount is practical and
worthy of consideration. Some special form of tax must
therefore be devised.
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But when we come to the matter of levying new forms of
taxes, particularly for specific purposes, we run into certain
limitations, or at least implications in the Constitution. Some
have said that the Congress already has the power to levy
specific taxes for old-age assistance. Perhaps it has, but
there are those equally sincere who have their doubts about
the matter.

Let us remove these doubts by amending the Constitution
on this point. This will save litigation, time loss, and serve
to hearten our people in the belief that the Congress is mind-
ful of their problem. If the only result of this amendment
would be to show to the people of our Nation, both old and
young, that we know their trouble and are seeking to help
them, the new hope that would kindle in their breasts would
amply pay us.

We must never lose sight of the fact that this problem of
old-age assistance will become more acufe as time passes.
Technological advances, the lowering of age limits in indus-
try, and the changing percentage of old to young in our
population, all tend to emphasize the importance of this type
of legislation. We should not leave the welfare of these old
people, of whom our loved ones are or will be a part, to the
vagaries and uncertainties of succeeding Congresses.

In the face of factual data available to all of us daily we
should not leave the lot of the old ones in our midst to become
a football of future acts of the Congress. We can fix the
assurance to old age in cur basic law; if it is unjust, it will be
repealed; have no fear of that. But our duty to the old is
plain. Regardless of any legislation which may come to us,
we may now do more to add to the hopeful security of yet
unborn generations by passing this amendment than all the
temporary legislation we might pass in a whole session.

It will be noted that this joint resolution calls for the sub-
mission of this amendment to State conventions for their ap-
proval, according to the Constitution., We have a vexing old-
age and youth problem in our midst today. All over this land
of ours there are millions of our people who have espoused the
principles of the Townsend plan and other plans. This
joint resolution refers the amendment back to the people
themselves, from whom we all receive our authority to act. In
our perplexity we can thus consult with those whose franchise
directed us here to do their service.

This matter rises above all party considerations. It is too
important to our people to resolve it by party considerations.
It is an amendment whereby all our people can take this
important step and solve it once and for all.

Several Senators have asked me about the constitutional
need for an amendment giving Congress the power to levy
taxes for old-age assistance.

Of course, the question of constitutional need is of the
utmost importance and is one reason for this proposed legis-
lation. There are two other needs for it. One is to enable
the testing of public opinion on the question, and the other
is having the power of Congress to levy taxes for old-age
assistance written into our fundamental law.

In order to elucidate the question of constitutional need
and to show that there is a grave doubt in the minds of well-
qualified persons as to the power of Congress to levy taxes for
a specific purpose, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
Lopce] and I contend that there still exists considerable doubt
as to the validity of earmarking taxes for a specific purpose,
and we submit authorities which I shall cite in a moment as a
basis for our belief. Many informed people believe that
such a tax is not a “true” tax, but, rather, an “exaction”
or “appropriation of money from one group for the benefit of
another,” which is in violation of the due-process clause.
They maintain that such taxes are not levies “for the support
of the Government,” but are being used to pay pensions to
specific individuals.

This constitutional amendment—Senate Joint Resolution
145—has been introduced in order to resolve this grave doubt.
EVIDENCE THAT THIS IMPORTANT CONSTITUTIONAL PROBLEM REMAINS

UNSETTLED

(1) There is no judicial decision which meets the particular

problem embodied in Senate Jeint Resolution 145 foursquare,
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(2) Professor Corwin, in his book, the Twilight of the Su-
preme Court, page 176, wrote:

So long as Congress has the prudence to lay and collect taxes
without specifying the purposes to which the proceeds from any
particular tax are to be devoted, it may continue to appropriate the
national funds without judicial let or hindrance.

(3) The Social Security Act of 1935: Experts who assisted
in the drafting of this measure clearly indicate that the sepa-
ration of the benefit provisions in title IT from the taxing pro-
visions was dictated by constitutional considerations.

(a) Prof. J. Douglas Brown in his article, the Development
of the Old-Age Insurance Provisions of the Social Security
Act in Law and Contemporary Problems, volume 3, page 193,
wrote:

The davelcpment of a formula for Federal action within consti-
tutional limitations was early recognized as the key to a sound
solution to the problem. The proposal to separate the contribution
and beneflt features of one legislation into two separate measures
based on the taxing and appropriation powers of the Federal Gov-
ernment, was advanced early in the deliberations of the staff and
the technical board. The absence of any need for elaborate regu-
latory materlal in either measure gave basis for the hope that the
courts would not question the exercise of these broad Federal
powers if clear-cut separation were possible. The staff was bol-
stered in this hope by the approval of the plan by a number of
outstanding students of constitutional law.

The drafting of two distinctly separate titles covering the tax
and benefit features of the proposed system proved a difficult task.
Since the contributions, now taxes, were necessarily converted
into the general funds of the Treasury, some formula had to be
developed for the reapportionment of an equivalent amount from
general funds to an old-age reserve account. * * *

As a result of this necessary adjustment to the exigencies of
constitutional law, the character of the scheme was fundamentally
different from that first considered by the staff.

(b) Prof. Paul H. Douglas, in his book, Social Security in
the United States, wrote regarding compulsory old-age insur-
ance—page 157:

The taxes or contributions required to provide the necessary funds
are levied under title VIII of the bill, while the-scale of monthly
annuities and benefits is specified under title II. Here, as in the
unemployment-insurance features of the bill, the revenue portions
are separated from the sections which appropriate money because
of the belief that this will enable the act better to run the con-
stitutional gamut.

Page 320:

Perhaps the weakest section of the Security Act from a constitu-
tional standpoint is that which provides for mandatory old-age in-
surance. While title VIII, which levies taxes upon employers and
employees, is formally distincet from title II, which prescribes the
scale of benefits to those over the age of 656 and to the heirs of the
deceased, there is in fact a close and immediate connection between
them. The individual benefits to be paid are computed upon the
basis of the contributions or taxes levied and upon nothing else.
It will undoubtedly be charged that these titles of the act in effect,
therefore, prescribe the specific purpose for which the tax is levied,
and that they are consequently unconstitutional since they launch
the Federal Government into the performance of funections not
specifically delegated to it by the Constitution. There is certainly
very real danger that such may indeed be the fate of this feature
of the act.

(4) The 1939 amendments to the Social Security Act: That
there is still doubt as to the constitutionality of earmarking
tax proceeds for a special purpose is indicated by this latest
old-age measure. The device of using funds in the General
Treasury rather than unquestionably earmarked tax receipts
is continued here.

(5) United States v. Butler (56 Sup. Ct. 312, 1936) : As said
by Mr. Justice Roberts in delivering the opinion of the Court
in the A, A. A. decision with respect to processing taxes levied
upon processors, the proceeds of which were to be paid to
certain producers of agricultural products:

A tax, in the general understanding of the term, and as used in
the Constitution, signifies an exaction for the Government. The

word has never been thought to connote the expropriation of money
for one group for the benefit of another.

(6) Mr. Justice Cardozo, speaking for the Court, in declar-
ing the Social Security Act to be constitutional, neatly avoided
the important question of earmarking. This is sufficient rea-
son to cast doubt on the whole question. He said:

Third. Title II being valid, there is no ocecasion to inquire whether
title VIII would have to fall if title II were set at naught.

The argument for the respondent is that the provisions of the
two titles dovetail in such a way as to justify the conclusion that
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Congress would have been unwilling to pass one without the other.
The argument for petitioners is that the tax moneys are not ear-
marked, and that Congress is at liberty to spend them as it will.
The usual separability clause is embodied in the act, section 1103.

‘We find it unnecessary to make a choice between the arguments,
and so leave the guestion open.

(1) Robert Jackson, then Assistant Attorney General,
arguing the Government’s case in Seward Machine Co. V.
Davis (301 U. 8. 548), which involved the unemployment com-
pensation features of the Social Securify Act (titles IX and
IIT), gave careful consideration to this problem. In his oral
argument, he said:

The relation of this tax to the appropriation is entirely unestab-
lished, either by the act itself or by the facts in the case. In the
first place, the appropriation under section 301, if it be construed as
an appropriation, began before the tax was payable. The appro-
priation is not measured by the proceeds of the tax. The tax is not
earmarked for this purpose. There is no equivalence between the
amounts set aside by this section and the proceeds of the tax.

The authorities cited sustain the position I have taken, that
it would require a constitutional amendment to authorize a
special tax for old-age assistance and to require that the
money collected be placed in a fund to be used for the one
purpose exclusively. The taxes assessed and collected by the
Federal Government at the present time are put into a com-
mon fund, and we draw on that as long as any remains, and
when there is no more, we issue bonds. We have issued and
outstanding nearly $40,000,000,000 of bonds at the present
time.

The plan I have discussed contemplates that this financial
problem shall be met by a specific tax, which all who come
under its terms will be required to pay, the money to be
placed in a special fund to be used for the one purpose only,
somewhat like the reserve funds of the great life-insurance
companies are used.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I have enjoyed the com-
prehensive speech made by the able Senator from Florida
in its relation to Senate Joint Resolution 145. I hope his
remarks may have wide circulation. I believe this joint reso-
lution has been on the Senate Calendar since July of last year.

Mr. ANDREWS. The Senator is correct.

Mr. McNARY. I know the desire of the Senator from
Florida, and of the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
Lobnckel, is for early consideration of the joint resolution, and
I assure the Senator that I shall be glad to cooperate with
him at any time to have it taken up for consideration and
8 final vote obtained.

Mr. ANDREWS. I thank the Senator.

CALL OF THE ROLL
Mr, McNARY. I suggest the absence of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Adams Frazier Lee Schwartz
Andrews George Lodge Schwellenbach
Ashurst Gerry Lucas Sheppard
Austin Gibson Lundeen Shipstead
Bailey Gilllette McCarran Blattery
Bankhead Glass McKellar Smith
Barkley Green MecNary Stewart

Bilbo Guffey Maloney Taft

Brown Gurney Mead Thomas, Idaho
Bulow Hale Miller Thomas, Okla.
Burke Harrison Minton Thomas, Utah
Byrd Hatch Murray Tobey

Byrnes Hayden Neely Townsend
Capper Herring Norris Truman
Chandler Hill Nye Vandenberg
Chavez Holt O’Mahoney Van Nuys
Clark, Idaho Hughes Pepper ‘Wagner
Clark, Mo. Johnson, Callf. Plttman White
Danaher Johnson, Colo. Reed ” Wiley

Davis King Reynolds 3

Donahey La Follette Russell

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-two Senators having
answered to their names, a quorum is present.
The clerk will state the next number on the calendar.
RESOLUTION PASSED OVER
_ The resolution (S. Res. 74) providing for a Committee on
Civil Aviation was announced as next in order.
Mr. ADAMS. I ask that the resolution be passed over.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed
over.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION PASSED OVER

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 45) to amend the act of July
3, 1926, entitled “An act conferring jurisdiction upon the
Court of Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and render
Judgment in claims which the Crow Tribe of Indians may
have against the United States, and for other purposes,” was
announced as next in order.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, this joint resolution and the
bills immediately following have heretofore been objected to
by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kinc]. I have no objection to
the measures being considered, but I wonder if the Senator’s
attention has been called to the situation existing today.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, a bill was passed under the
terms of which a special committee was appointed, of which
the chairman is the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoNNALLY].
The committee has conducted hearings, and I hope the report
will be submitted in the near future. I ask that the joint
resolution and the bills, beginning with Calendar No. 83 down
to and including Calendar No. 116, be passed over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The seven bills and the joint
resolution, beginning with Calendar No. 83, Senate Joint Reso-
lution 45, down to and including Calendar No. 116, Senate bill
498, will be passed over.

The joint resolution and bills passed over are as follows:

Senate Joint Resolution 45, to amend the act of July 3,
1926, entitled “An act conferring jurisdiction upon the Court
of Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and render judgment
in claims which the Crow Tribe of Indians may have against
the United States, and for other purposes.”

8. 783, to amend the act, as amended, entitled “An act to
refer the claims of the Delaware Indians to the Court of
Claims, with the right of appeal to the Supreme Court of the
United States,” approved February 7, 1925.

8. 790, conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to
hear and determine the claims of the Prairie Band or Tribe
of Pottawatomie Indians of Kansas and Wisconsin against the
United States.

8. 1222, authorizing an appropriation for payment to the
Osage Tribe of Indians on account of lands sold by the United
States.

S. 767, conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to
hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judement in any claims
which the Assiniboine Indians may have against the United
States, and for other purposes.

S. 864, authorizing the Arapahoe and Cheyenne Indians to
submit claims to the Court of Claims, and for other purposes.

S. 498, authorizing an appropriation to carry out the provi-
sions of section 26 of the agreement with the Muskogee or
Creek Tribe of Indians, approved March 1, 1901,

The bill (S. 1303) to amend the Agricultural Adjustment
Act of 1938, as amended, with respect to cotton, was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. VANDENBERG. I ask that the bill be passed over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (S. 795) to provide for the education of all types
of physically handicapped children, to make an appropriation
of money therefor, and to regulate its expenditure, was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. VANDENBERG. I ask that the bill be passed over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hill will be passed over.

The bill (S. 1681) to amend section 107 of the Judicial
Code to create a mountain district in the State of Tennessee,
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. McNARY. I ask that the bill be passed over.

Mr. McKELLAR. As to that bill, which was reported from
the Committee on the Judiciary some time ago, certain ques-
tions have been raised, for which reason I think it ought to be
returned to the committee. I desire to ask that it be recom-
mitted to the committee with the understanding, if I may
have it, with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Austin], who is
also interested in the measure, that we may have an eaxrly
hearing on the measure before the committee,
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Mr. AUSTIN. So far as I am concerned, Mr, President,
I am ready to do what I can toward that end.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, Senate
bill 1681, Calendar No. 227, will be recommitted to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen-
ators answered to their names:

Adams Frazier Lee Schwartz
Andrews George Lodge Schwellenbach
Ashurst Gerry Lucas Sheppard
Austin Gibson Lundeen Shipstead
Bailey Gillette McCarran Slattery
Bankhead Glass McKellar Smith
Barkley Green McNary Stewart

BEilbo Guffey Maloney Taft

Brown Gurney Mead Thomas, Idaho
Bulow Hale Miller Thomas, Okla,
Burke Harrison Minton Thomas, Utah
Byrd Hatch Murray Tobey

Byrnes Hayden Neely Townsend
Capper Herring Norris Truman
Chandler Hill Nye Vandenberg
Chavez Holt O'Mahoney Van Nuys
Clark, Idaho Hughes Pepper Wagner

Clark, Mo. Johnson, Calif, Plttman White
Danaher Johnson, Colo. Reed Wiley

Davis King Reynolds

Donahey La Follette Russell

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-two Senators having

answered to their names, a quorum is present.
AGREEMENT WITH MUSKOGEE OR CREEK TRIBE OF INDIANS

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that Senate bill 498, Calendar No. 116, which
has previously been passed over, and which was introduced
by me and favorably reported by the Committee on Indian
Affairs, be recommitted to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none, and the bill is recommitted to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri.
quorum,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen-
ators answered to their names:

I suggest the absence of a

Adams Frazier Lee Schwartz
Andrews George Lodge Schwellenbach
Ashurst Gerry Lucas Sheppard
Austin Gibson Lundeen Shipstead
Balley Gillette MecCarran Slattery
Bankhead Glass McEellar Smith
Barkley Green McNary Stewart

Bllbo Guffey Maloney Taft

Brown Gurney Mead Thomas, Idaho
Bulow Hale Miller Thomas, Okla.
Burke Harrison Minton Thomas, Utah
Byrd Hatch Murray Tobey

Byrnes Hayden Neely Townsend
Capper Herring Norris Truman
Chandler Hill Nye Vandenberg
Chavez Holt O'Mahoney Van Nuys
C'ark, Idaho Hughes Pepper Wagner

Clark, Mo. Johnson, Calif, Pittman White
Danaher Johnson, Colo. Reed Wiley

Davls King Reynolds

Donahey La Follette Russell

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-two Senators have
answered to their names. A quorum is present.

The clerk will state the next bill on the calendar.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 570) to regulate interstate and foreign com-
merce in agricultural products; to prevent unfair competi-
tion; to provide for the orderly marketing of such products,
to promote the general welfare by assuring an abundant and
permanent supply of such products by securing to the pro-
ducers a minimum price of not less than cost of production,
and for other purposes, was anounced as next in order.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Over! Over!

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I suggest the absence of a
gquorum.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma, Mr. President, I rise to a
point of order,
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it.

Mr, THOMAS of Oklahoma. I make a point of order
against the suggestion of the absence of a quorum. I under-
stand there is no precedent on this question. I make the
point of order that the Senate has transacted no business.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Senate has disposed of a
bill on the calendar.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The refusal to transact busi-
ness is not the transaction of business.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. President, I shall be glad to
be heard on that question if the Chair has any doubts.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri
is recognized.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The refusal to take up a bill on
the calendar is as much an adverse disposal of the measure
for the present as would be taking up the bill and failing
to pass it. It is as much the transaction of business as though
the bill were taken up and passed. I submit that the uni-
form precedents of the Senate are to the effect that any
action of the Senate—even the recognition of a Senator for
a unanimous-consent request—amounts to the transaction of
business, and justifies the point of order of no quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is ready to rule.
The present occupant of the Chair is of the opinion that the
Senate, by declaring its unwillingness to take action, has
taken action; and therefore the point of no quorum made
by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CLark] is sustained. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following
Senators answered to their names:

Adams Frazier Lee Schwartz
Andrews George Lodge Schwellenbach
Ashurst Gerry Lucas Sheppard
Austin Gibson Lundeen Shipstead
Balley Gillette McCarran Siattery
Bankhead Glass McEellar Smith
Barkley Green McNary Stewart

Bilbo Guffey Maloney Taft

Brown Gurney Mead Thomas, Idaho
Bulow Hale Miller Thomas, Okla.
Burke Harrison Minton Thomas, Utah
Byrd Hatch Murray Tobey

Byrnes Hayden Neely Townsend
Capper Herring Norris Truman
Chandler Hill Nye Vandenberg
Chavez Holt O'Mahoney Van Nuys
Clark, Idaho Hughes Pepper Wagner

Clark, Mo. Johnson, Calif. Pittman White
Danaher Johnson, Colo. Reed Wiley

Davis King Reynolds

Donahey La Follette Russell

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-two Senators have
answered to their names. A quorum is present.
The clerk will state the next bill on the calendar,
BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 1305) to promote the general welfare through
appropriation of funds to assist the States and Territories
in providing more effective programs of public education,
was announced as next in order.

Mr. VANDENBERG. I ask that the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following
Senators answered to their names:

Adams Frazler Lee Schwartz
Andrews George Lodge Schwellenbach
Ashurst Gerry Lucas Sheppard
Austin Glbson Lundeen Shipstead
Balley Glllette MecCarran Slattery
Bankhead Glass McKellar Smith
Barkley Green McNary Stewart

Bilbo Guffey Maloney Taft

Brown Gurney Mead Thomas, Idaho
Bulow Hale Miller Thomas, Okla,
Burke Harrison Minton Thomas, Utah
Byrd Hatch Murray Tobey

Byrnes Hayden Neely Townsend
Capper Herring Norris Truman
Chandler Hill Nye Vandenberg
Chavez Holt O’Mahoney Van Nuys
Clark, Idaho Hughes Pepper Wagner
Clark, Mo. Johnson, Calif. Pittman White
Danaher Johnson, Colo. Wiley

Davis King Reynolds

Donahey La Follette Russell
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-two Senators have
answered to their names. There is a quorum present.

Mr., AUSTIN. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state the
inquiry,

Mr. AUSTIN. I should like to ask the Chair what the
parliamentary situation is, the hour of 2 o’clock having
arrived?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion
that the Senate is now operating under a unanimous-consent
rule, and, therefore, rule VIII of the Senate’s order of business
is temporarily suspended. The clerk will state the next num-
ber on the calendar.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 2203) to amend certain sections of the Social
Security Act was announced as next in order.

Mr. VANDENBERG. I ask that the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Adams Frazler Lee Schwartz
Andrews George Lodge Schwellenbach
Ashurst Gerry Lucas Sheppard
Austin Gilbson Lundeen Shipstead
Bailey Gillette McCarran Slattery
Bankhead Glass McKellar Bmith
Barkley Green McNary Stewart

Bilbo Guffey Maloney Talt

Brown Gurney Mead Thomas, Idaho
Bulow Hale Miller Thomas, Okla.
Burke Harrison Minton Thomas, Utah
Byrd Hatch Murray Tobey

Byrnes Hayden Neely Townsend
Capper Herring Norris Truman
Chandler Hill Nye Vandenberg
Chavez Holt O'Mahoney Van Nuys
Clark, Idaho Hughes Pepper Wagner

Clark, Mo. Johnson, Calif, Pittman ‘White
Danaher Johnson, Colo. Reed Wiley

Davis King Reynolds

Donahey La Follette Russell

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-two Senators have
answered to their names. A guorum is present.

The Clerk will state the next number on the calendar.

JOINT RESOLUTION PASSED OVER

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 34) for the relief of W. K.
Richardson was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let the joint resolution go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be
passed over.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following
Senators answered to their names:

Adams Frazier Lee Bchwartz
Andrews George Lodge Schwellenbach
Ashurst Gerry Lucas Sheppard
Austin Gibson Lundeen Shipstead
Bailey Glllette MeCarran Slattery
Bankhead Glass McKellar Smith
Barkley Green McNary Stewart

Bilbo Guffey Maloney Taft

Brown Gurney Mead ‘Thomas, Idaho
Bulow Ha'e Miller Thomas, Okla.
Burke Harrison Minton Thomas, Utah
Byrd Hatch Murray Tobey

Byrnes Hayden Neely Townsend
Capper Herring Norris Truman
Chandler Hil Nye Vandenberg
Chavez Holt O’'Mahoney Van Nuys
Clark, Idaho Huzhes Pepper Wagner

Clark, Mo. Johnson, Calif, Pittman White
Danaher Johnson, Colo. Reed Wiley

Davis King Reynolds

Donahey La Follette Russell

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-two Senators have
answered to their names. A quorum is present.

The clerk will state the next business on the calendar.
PROHIBITION OF ADVERTISING OF ALCOHOLIC EEVERAGES BY RADIO

The bill (S. 517) to amend the Communications Act of 1934
to prohibit the advertising of alcoholic beverages by radio
was announced as next in order.
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Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. President, as I under-
stand the ruling of the Chair, this bill cannot be voted upon
at the present time by a voice or by a yea-and-nay vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion
that since the Senate is operating under the unanimous-
consent rule, one objection is sufficient to require the bill to
go over at this time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. That being the situation, Mr.
President, it is not the purpose of the junior Senator from
Colorado to work any hardship whatever upon the Senate,

This bill has been upen the calendar since April 28 of last
year. Last summer I served notice upon the Senate that
early in January I should bring up the bill. I had an oppor-
tunity to bring up the bill in January, but I was told by my
majority leader that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La
ForLrerTE] Wanted to be present when the bill should be con-
sidered. The Senator from Wisconsin was detained in Cali-
fornia on important business connected with the affairs of
the Senate; and, out of courtesy to him, I did not call up the
bill in January.

I think this bill should come before the Senate and be dis-
posed of in the regular way. I do not think the present
obstructionist policy is at all in keeping with the dignity of
the Senate; but that is not the point to be argued, and it is
not for me to determine. So I will say to the senior Senator
from Missouri [Mr. CLarx] that today I shall not move to
have this bill taken up by the Senate for disposal. At some
future time I expect to make such a motion.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo-
rado yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield to the Senator from
Kentucky.

Mr. BARKLEY. I wish to express my appreciation of the
Senator's attitude in this matter. Of course, he realizes that
with the procedure which has been followed for the past few
minutes we should not get through the call of the calendar
today, so that he would not have an opportunity to make his
motion today anyway. '

I appreciate the Senator’s attitude. I can confirm what he
has said. This bill has been on the calendar ever since last
April. The Senator from Colorado is its author, and the bill
was reported by one of the standing committees of the Sen-
ate. Regardless of its merits, and regardless of whether or
not it is wise for Congress to pick out a particular subject and
say that it shall not be advertised over the radio, which is not
a matter upon which I now wish to pass or to comment, I
have taken the position with respect to this and other meas-
ures that a bill reported by a standing committee is entitled
to be considered by the Senate; and I have never regarded it
as a part of my duty as majority leader to say to any Senator
that he could not or ought not to make an effort to get up a
bill in which he was interested, or of which he was the
author,

The Senator from Colorado did speak to me in January
about this bill. I knew that the Senator from Wisconsin
[Mr. La ForLLETTE] was absent on official business; and the
Senator from Colorado very readily agreed that it would be
improper, or at least he did not desire, to take advantage of
the absence of the Senator from Wisconsin to take up the
bill. The Senator from Colorado has been very patient and
considerate of every Senator in regard to this measure, and I
appreciate his present attitude.

I think he is acting wisely, however, in stating to the
Senate that he has no purpose to try to get the bill up today
because it would interfere with other desirable legislation,
and practicaly nothing would be accomplished. I thank the
Senator from Colorado for his generous attitude in the
matter.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I thank the majority leader
for what he has said. At some future time I shall move to
bring the bill up, but such a motion will not be made by
me today.
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr, President, if I may be in-
dulged for just a moment, in view of what has been said I
am very glad indeed to bear witness to what the Senator
from Colorado and the majority leader have said. In my
judement, it would not have been possible to consider the
bill today, because I do not believe we would have completed
the calendar. It was certainly my intention to make the
point of no quorum after action on every bill taken up for
consideration.

As to what the Senator from Colorado has said about it
not being in keeping with the dignity of the United States
Senate for a Senator to exercise his constitutional right to
make the point of no quorum, I merely refer him to the
Constitution of the United States. I am willing to take the
judzment of George Washington and the other founding
fathers on that subject in preference to the opinion of the
Senator from Colorado, much as I respect his judgment,.

I merely desire also to serve notice that when the Senator
from Colorado, in pursuance of his right, does attempt to
get the measure before the Senate, in pursuance of my right
as a United States Senator, I shall oppose it by every proper
and honorable means.

In the meantime, I send forward an amendment which I
intend to propose to the bill at the proper time, so that it
may be printed and lie on the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the
amendment will be received and printed, and will lie on the
table. The clerk will call the next measure on the calendar.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 1730) to amend the civil-service law to per-
mit certain employees of the legislative branch of the Gov-
ernment to be transferred to positions under the competitive
classified civil service was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.
RELIEF OF SPANISH-AMERICAN WAR VOLUNTEER OFFICERS AND
SOLDIERS

The bill (H. R. 289) for the relief of officers and soldiers
of the Volunteer Service of the United States, mustered into
service for the War with Spain, was announced as next in
order,

Mr. KING. Mr. President, this bill passed the Senate
upen two occasions, and upon each occasion was vetoed
by the President of the United States. I feel it is a measure
on which the Senate should express itself, and I shall have
no cbjection later, when the time is not so restricted, if
someone who favors the bill will move to take it up and
have the President’s veto considered, and then such con-
sideration given to the bill as its merits require. But for the
present I object to consideration, in view of the limited time
at cur disposal, and the fact that the bill has been twice
vetoed. I think the Senate should have a chance to consider
it in the light of the President’s veto before taking final
action.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is heard, and the
bill will be passed over.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 1650) to promote peace and the national
defense through a more equal distribution of the burdens
of war by drafting the use of money according to ability
to lend to the Government, was announced as next in
order.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (S. 915) to provide for the more expeditious settle-
ment of disputes with the United States, and for other
purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

BUSINESS AND ECONOMIC RESEARCH

The bill (8. 1740) to promote business and economic re-
search in the United States by establishing and maintaining
in connection with State university schools of business admin-
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istration, research stations to cooperate with the Department
of Commerce, was announced as next in order.

SEVERAL SENATORS., Over,

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, if the Senator who ob-
jected will withhold his objection, I should like to make a
brief explanation of the bill.

The Secretary of Commerce is authonzed by the bill to
establish business-research stations at State and Territorial
universities and other institutions. Once established, such a
station can be discontinued or transferred to another qualified
institution after a hearing by the Secretary.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, what appropriation is
proposed?

Mr. SHEPPARD. I shall come to that. I am about to give
a brief description of the hill.

These stations are to be under the direction of the college
of business administration, or, if there is no such college, the
department of the university in which business subjects are
taught, which will cooperate with the Department of Com-
merce in conducting research in business.

The bill prescribes that, to enable the business-research
stations to function in pursuance of its provisions, there is
authorized to be appropriated, to be paid to each institution
at which a business-research station is established under the
bill, a sum not to exceed $20,000 for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1941; and, similarly, a maximum for each succeed-
ing year as follows: $30,000 for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1942, inclusive of the first $20,000; $40,000 for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, inclusive of the first $20,000,
and $40,000 for each fiscal year thereafter; provided, that no
payment in excess of $20,000 shall be made to any such insti-
tution for any fiscal year unless such institution, or the State
for such institution, makes available for the use of such in-
stitution for each fiscal year, out of funds not acquired under
the bill, an amount equal to such excess; and provided further,
that no payments made under the bill shall be used by any
such institution for any purpose other than for business re-
search, nor shall any such payments in excess of $20,000
annually be used to reduce the business-research budget
otherwise provided at such institutions below the average of
those for the 3 fiscal years immediately preceding the
enactment of the bill,

To enable the Secretary of Commerce to carry out the
terms of the bill, there is authorized to be appropriated for
each fiscal year beginning with the fiscal year ending June 30,
1941, a sum not to exceed 4 percent of the total appropria-
tion made for such year under the bill, or $50,000, which-
ever is the larger amount.

Mr, President, small-business men number about 4,000,000,
and provide employment for approximately 15,000,000 people.
They have been handicapped by a lack of facilities for re-
search essential to their efficient operation, and, in fact, their
very existence. Business-research stations, set up with the
aid of Federal funds in those States where there is a real
interest in such work, will be able to collect, study, and make
recommendations concerning problems of the small-business
man who is unable to give any time or money to such efforts
himself.

Working through State and local trade associations and
trade papers, as well as directly through their own reports,
these business stations will have under this measure facilities
and support not now available.

To a considerable extent at the present time, schools of
business administration on a collegiate level have directed
their time and effort to the training of young men and young
wemen who expect to go into some phase of local business
life. This training has been based upon the experience of
the teachers and their individual contact with business and
business leaders in the State. If the bill is enacted into law,
and funds are made available for the establishment of re-
search stations, not only will more facts of a local and prac-
tical character be made available to these young men and
women, but the State, through its business-research stations,
will be able to serve those who are already in business and
who need information which is not now available to them.
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The businessmen of this Nation desire to operate their own
affairs in such a way that their businesses will benefit cus-
tomers as well as themselves. It is my opinion that this piece
of proposed legislation will, in the long run, place small busi-
ness, particularly, on a more stable basis, place competition
on & higher level, preduce more continuous employment, and
give the ultimate consumer a greater variety of goods and
services for every dollar of income.

Mr. President, that is all I have to say at this time. I give
notice that I shall move to take the bill up at the close of the
call of the calendar.

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr, SHEPPARD. I yield.

Mr. HILL. I merely wish fo say, as a member of the com-
mittee which sat with the Senator from Texas and heard the
testimony on the hill, that I agree with what the Senator has
said as to the importance of the measure. I know the Sena-
tor from Texas has been diligent in his efforts to get the bill
before the Senate, and I certainly hope he will have an early
opportunity when he can move to take it up, and give the
Senate an opportunity to consider and pass upon it.

Mr. SHEPPARD. I thank the Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is heard, and the
bill will be passed over.

Mr. SHEPPARD subsequently said: Mr. President, since I
gave notice that I would endeavor to call up Senate bill
1740, I have looked further into the situation and do not feel
I can make much headway by endeavoring to call it up this
afternoon. I shall therefore postpone my effort until a later
day and more favorable opportunity.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.
Chaffee, one of its reading clerks, announced that the
House had passed without amendment the following bills
of the Senate:

S.1850. An act to aid the States and Territories in making
provisions for the retirement of employees of the land-
grant colleges;

S.2867. An act to authorize the Administrator of Vet-
erans’ Affairs to transfer by quitclaim deed to the Pennsyl-
vania Railroad Co. for right-of-way purposes a small strip
of land at Veterans’ Administration facility, Coatesvilie, Pa.;

S.2868. An act to facilitate the procurement of aircraft
for the national defense; and

S.2876. An act to amend the Annual and Sick Leave Acts
of March 14, 1936.

The message also announced that the House insisted upon
its amendment to the bill (S. 1036) to authorize the pur-
chase of certain lands adjacent to the Turtle Mountain
Indian Agency in the State of North Dakota, disagreed to
by the Senate; agreed to the conference asked by the Senate
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and
that Mr. RoceErs of Oklahoma, Mr. Hiir, and Mr. BurpicK
were appointed managers on the part of the House.

The message further announced that the House had passed
a bill (H. R. 8438) making appropriations for the Navy
Department and the naval service for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1941, and for other purposes, in which it requested
the concurrence of the Senate.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED

The bill (H. R. 8438) making appropriations for the Navy
Department and the naval service for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1941, and for other purposes, was read twice by its
title and referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

REGULATION OF EQUIPMENT ON NAVIGABLE WATERS

The bill (S. 2259) to amend laws for preventing collisions
of vessels, to regulate equipment of certain motorboats on the
navigable waters of the United States, and for other purposes,
was announced as next in order.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, this bill came from
the Committee on Commerce last June, and I have been ob-
jecting to its consideration on each call of the calendar. It
deals with the operation of motorboats throughout the United
Btates, Since June I have been in conference with the
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Department of Commerce with respect to a series of amend-
ments, and I am happy to say we are now in complete agree-
ment on amendments, and I think that by the time of the
next call of the calendar I shall be able to present a complete
agreement for the consideration of the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is heard, and the
bill will be passed over.

JOINT RESOLUTIONS AND BILLS PASSED OVER

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 145) proposing an amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United States relating to cld-
age assistance, was announced as next in order.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Over! Over!

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be
passed over.

The bill (S. 1296) to amend paragraphs (b), (¢), and (d)
of section 6 of the District of Columbia Traffic Act, 1925, as
amended by the acts of July 3, 1926, and February 27, 1931,
and for other purposes was announced as next in order.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (S. 2585) to reimburse the cotton cooperative
associations for losses occasioned by the Federal Farm Board’s
stabilization operations, and for other purposes, was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. McKELLAR. Let that bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 84) proposing an amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United States for a referen-
dum on war was announced as next in order.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be
passed over.

The joint resolution (S..J. Res. 140) proposing an amend-
ment to the Constitution relating to the power of the Con-
gress to declare war was announced as next in order.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be
passed over.

The bill (S, 2687) to establish a Cireuit Court of Appeals for
Patents was announced as next in order.

Mr, VANDENBERG. Over,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (S. 409) to protect American labor and stimulate
the employment of American citizens on American jobs was
announced as next in order.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Over! Over!

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (H. R. 5643) to invest the circuit courts of appeals
of the United States with original and exclusive jurisdiction
to review the order of detention of any alien ordered deported
from the United States whose deportation or departure from
the United States otherwise is not effectuated within 90 days
after the date the warrant of deportation shall have become
final; to authorize such detention orders in certain cases: to
provide places for such detention; and for other purposes,
was announced as next in order.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Ovwer! Over!

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 2573) to amend the Agricultural Adjustment
Act of 1938, as amended; for the purpose of regulating in-
terstate and foreign commerce in rice and providing for the
orderly marketing of rice at fair prices in interstate and
foreign commerce was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (H. R. 6039) to amend laws for preventing
collisions of vessels; to regulate equipment of certain motor-
boats on navigable waters of the United States, and for
other purposes was announced as next in order.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 101) defining and classify-
ing gratuity expenditures allowable as offsets in.favor of the
United States and against the Five Civilized Nations or
Tribes of Indians was announced as next in order.
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Mr, KING. Mr. President, the subject connected with this
measure is before the special committee of which the Sen-
ator from Texas is chairman, and his committee has had
2 or 3 days’ hearings, and will be ready to report on the joint
resolution within a short time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being heard, the
joint resolution will be passed over.

OPPRESSIVE LABOR PRACTICES

The bill (S. 1970) to eliminate certain oppressive labor
practices affecting interstate and foreign commerce, and for
other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. I ask that the bill be passed over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

Mr. KING subsequently said: Mr. President, with respect
to Senate bill 1970, which was reached on the calendar a
few moments ago, inadvertently objection was made. I
thought it was an Indian bill. I have no objection to its
consideration; but I understand from the Senator from Wis-
consin that perhaps it should not be taken up under the
unanimous-consent agreement, with the limited period avail-
able for consideration.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I appreciate the state-
ment of the Senator from Utah; but this is an important
measure, and will require considerable debate. I do not
think it can be disposed of during consideration of bills on
the calendar by unanimous consent.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 2575) to provide pensions, compensating re-
tirement pay, and hospital benefits for certain Reserve
officers of the Army of the United States, was announced
as next in order.

Mr. KING. I ask that the bill be passed over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (S. 2830) to provide for the registration of aliens,
was announced as next in order.

Mr. ADAMS. Over,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (H. R. 6901) granting increase of pensions to cer-
tain widows of veterans of the Civil War, was announced as
next in order.

Mr. KING. I ask that the bill be passed over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (S. 2510) to promote the general welfare through
the appropriation of funds to assist the States and Terri-
tories in providing more effective programs of public kinder-
garten or kindergarten and nursery-school education was
announced as next in order.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The hill (S. 2103) to repeal the act entitled “An act to
conserve and develop Indian lands and resources; to extend
to Indians the right to form business and other organiza-
tions; to establish a credit system for Indians; to grant
certain rights of home rule to Indians; to provide for voca-
tional education for Indians; and for other purposes,” ap-
proved June 18,1934, and the act of June 15, 1935, supple-
mentary thereto was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. I ask that the bill be passed over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 367) to authorize the Sec-
retaries of War and of the Navy to assist the governments
of American republics to increase their military and naval
establishments and for other purposes was announced as
next in order.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be
passed over.

PAYMENT OF COMPENSATION TO RECESS APPOINTEES

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2773), to
authorize the payment of compensation to recess appointees

in certain cases, which had been reported from the Com-.

mittee on the Judiciary with amendments on page 2, line 4,
after the word “office”, to insert “other than the nomina-
LXXXVI——101
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tion of a person appointed during the preceding recess of
the Senate,” and at the end of the bill to add a proviso, so
as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 1761 of the Revised Statutes be,
and it is hereby, amended to read as follows:

“Sec. 1761. No money shall be paid from the Treasury, as salary,
to any person appointed during the recess of the Senate to fill a
vacancy in any existing office, if the vacancy existed while the
Senate was In session and was by law required to be filled by and
with the advice and consent of the Senate, until such appointee
has been confirmed by the Senate. The provisions of this section
shall not apply (a) if the vacancy arose within 30 days prior to
the termination of the session of the Senate; or (b) if, at the time
of the termination of the session of the Senate, a nomination for
such office, other than the nomination of a person appointed
during the preceding recess of the Senate, was pending before the
Senate for its adviece and consent; or (c) if a nomination for such
office was rejected by the Senate within 30 days prior to the
termination of the session and a person other than the one whose
nomination was rejected thereafter recelves a recess commission:
Provided, That a nomination to fill such vacancy under (a), (b),
or (c) hereof, shall be submitted to the Senate not later than 40
td;yasaaztetl; the commencement of the next succeeding session of

e SBenate.”

The amendments were agreed to. /

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

EXEMPTION OF CERTAIN INDIANS FROM FROVISIONS OF ACT OF
JUNE 18, 1934

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I believe the Senator from
Utah, under misapprehension, objected to Senate bill 2103
when it was reached on the calendar.

Mr. KING. Mr, President, I misconceived the number.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of Senate bill 2103, Calendar No.
1094, which was previously passed over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection?

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider
the bill (S. 2103) to repeal the act entitled “An act to con-
serve and develop Indian lands and resources; to extend to
Indians the right to form business and other organizations;
to establish a credit system for Indians; to grant certain
rights of home rule to Indians; to provide for vocational edu-
cation for Indians; and for other purposes,” approved June
18, 1934, and the act of June 15, 1935, supplementary thereto,
which had been reported from the Committee on Indian
Affairs with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting
clause and to insert: :

That section 13 of the act entitled “An act to conserve and develop
Indian lands and resources; to extend to Indians the right to form
business and other organizations; to establish a credit system for
Indians; to grant certain rights of home rule to Indians; to pro-
vide for vocational education for Indians; and for other purposes,”
approved June 18, 1934, as amended, is amended by adding at the
end thereof the following new paragraph:

“None of the provisions of this act shall apply to (1) any Indian
tribe on the Standing Rock Reservation located in the States of
North and South Dakota; (2) the Pine Ridge Sioux Tribe of Indians
of the State of South Dakota; (3) the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe
of Indians of the State of South Dakota; (4) the Yankton Sioux
Tribe of Indians of the Rosebud Agency of the State of South
Dakota; (5) any Indian on any reservation or any Indian tribe or
group, located in the State of Nevada; (6) the Eastern Band of
Cherckee Indians located in the State of North Carolina; (7) any
Indian tribe, band, or group located in the State of California;
(8) any Indian or Indian tribe on the Colorado River Indian Reser-
vation of the State of Arizona; or (9) the Navajo Tribe located in
the State of New Mexico.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to exempt cer-
tain Indians and Indian tribes from the provisions of the act
of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984), as amended.”

KINGS CANYON NATIONAL PARK, CALIF.

The bill (H. R. 3794) to establish the King’s Canyon Na-
tional Park, Calif., to transfer thereto the lands now included
in the General Grant National Park, and for other purposes,
was announced as next in order.

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, reserving the right to object,
I desire to make a statement against this bill. Under the
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unanimous consent agreement I believe I will not have suffi-
cient time to speak against the bill. I need more than 5
minutes,

Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. How much time in
all do I have?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has 5 minutes
on the bill, and 5 minutes on any amendment to the bill.

Mr. PITTMAN. I do not think 5 minutes will be sufficient
time for me to express my opposition to the bill.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it.

Mr. BARKLEY. Could not the Senator from Nevada by
unanimous consent speak longer than 5 minutes?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without guestion, by unani-
mous consent, he could speak longer than that.

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator
from Nevada be permitted to make his statement on the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, then I will not raise any
objection to taking up the bill.

I think the introduction of this bill and the stage it has
reached in the Senate is one of the most remarkable things
I have known to happen in connection with any legislation,
and I have known of a great many peculiar things since I
have been here. The Legislature of the State of California,
after long hearings were had on the proposed establishment
of the Kings Canyon National Park, voted on the subject,
and in the State senate the vote against the measure was
unanimous, except for two votes. The lower house of the
legislature voted against it by a 2 to 1 vote.

The Farm Bureau of California acted on this matter and
opposed the creation of this park. Seventy-two organiza-
tions in the State of California opposed the creation of this
park. There is no doubt in my mind that this proposed leg-
islation so far is solely the result of the domination of one
man, standing against the Legislature of California, against
the chambers of commerce of California, against the farm
bureau, against the conservation societies. I know there is
no one here who longs to see the bill pass. All long to get it
out of the way because it is embarrassing to have the measure
pending.

Mr. President, today there are in California over 2,000,000
acres in national parks. There is the great Sequoia National
Park on one side of this proposed Kings Canyon National
Park, and then there is the Yosemite National Park on the
other side of it. Yet, in spite of that, it is proposed now to
add 600,000 acres more lying between these two great national
parks.

Nearly all the summits of the Sierra Nevada Mountains of
California are today in national parks. Let it be understood
that I believe in those watersheds being conserved. I believe
also in having the timber conserved. But the 600,000 acres
which are now proposed to be put in a national park are
already, and have for many years been, under the control of
the Forest Service. So far as I have observed, the Forest
Service is as great a conservation organization as we have in
the Government. It has done more to preserve the forests
on the watersheds than has any other agency. It has done
more toward scientific reforestation than the Park Service
could possibly do, because the Park Service does not contain
a scientific organization capable of handling the problem.

We have today 19,000,000 acres in national parks in the
United States. Their area has been increased by over
1,000,000 acres in the past year, and there is a plan laid out
for the future whereby the national parks will be increased
to a far greater extent.

1 feel, however, that the legislature of a State should have
some voice in deciding whether or not the land in that State
should be withdrawn from use. It is getting so that now in the
Western States there is not enough land which may go into
private ownership to raise sufficient taxes to support a State.
Eighty-seven percent of the land in the State of Nevada is
Government owned and controlled. Yet additional land is
constantly being withdrawn from private acquisition.
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In the southern part of my State 2,400 square miles have
been taken and made into what is called a recreation area
under the Park Service. They are now asking for appropria-
tions to carry out that recreation scheme. In Nevada only
about a year ago an area 52 miles square, taking in a whole
mountain range, was withdrawn for park purposes. That is
the only range in that section on which a farmer can graze
his cattle. That is now being withdrawn from use or acqui-
sition. The Government has taken it all.

The number of acres set aside for the Indians in my State
is being increased, The Government has gone with cash
money and bought up miles and miles of private ranches and
turned them over to the Indians. That land is taken out of
taxation.

Outside the forests of my State, all the land is today placed
under the Taylor Grazing Act. That land is not subject to
homesteading. It is not subject to acquisition under any law
whatever except the mining law. It is out of use; it is out of
private possession, out of taxation forever.

I see the Senator from Arizona [Mr. AsaUrsT] sitting here.
I am satisfied that three-fourths of the State of Arizona has
been subjected to every character of withdrawal, so that today
it is not subject to taxation at all.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. PITTMAN. I yield.

Mr. ASHURST. The Senator from Nevada is quite cor-
rect; that is to say, nearly two-thirds of the area of Arizona
is withdrawn from the people and therefore, of course, with-
drawn from taxation. If additional withdrawals are to take
place in Arizona, it may become impossible to maintain the
county governments, and it might become extremely difficult
to maintain a State government. I cite for example two
counties in Arizona. The Federal Government now controls
88.9 percent of the total acreage of Coconino County and
89 percent of the total acreage of Navajo County.

I know nothing of the pending bill, and I ask, Are we to
understand that the Legislature of the State of California is
opposed to the withdrawal?

Mr. PITTMAN. Absolutely; by an almost unanimous vote
in the State senate, with the exception of two votes, and by
a vote of 2 to 1 in the house, after long hearings.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, will the Senator further
indulge me?

‘Mr., PITTMAN. With pleasure.

Mr. ASHURST. It has long been my policy—from which I
have never deviated—not to vote for the creation of any
reserve or the withdrawal of any land from the people unless
and until the board of supervisors of the county in which the
land is located and the eligible State land board or the legis-
lature of the State petitioned Congress to make the with-
drawal.

Some 2 years ago I was requested to assist in securing the
creation of what was to be known as the Petrified Forest
National Park in Arizona; but I refused to support the bill
unless and until the Arizona State Land Board and the
supervisors of the counties in which the land lies urged the
creation of the park.

Will the Senator further yield to me?

Mr. PITTMAN. I yield.

Mr, ASHURST. Mr. President, power is the headiest wine
known to the human race. We may explore the pages of
history, but it is difficult to find in the annals of the human
race any man in any nation at any time who, clothed with
all power, did other than exercise that power oppressively.
I know of no instance of an official of this Government or
any other government who, being given absolute and arbi-
trary power, used it wisely.

In the West such reserves have been created, frequently
by the ipse dixit of a department head or a bureau chief,
and frequently by pressure from local civic authorities, who
were told, “If you will have this or that half-million acres
created into a park or other reserve, we will obtain for you
$1,000,000 a year from Uncle Sam’s Treasury to maintain
the withdrawal.”

This decade is not a resisting one when it comes to taking
money out of the Public Treasury, I commend the Senator
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from Nevada [Mr. Prrrman] because he has—with success on
many occasions—tried to see to it that such vast tracts of
Jand shall be reserved to the people when they are not needed
for public purposes.

Under the law of 1906 the President is authorized to create
national monuments. It was expected that there might be a
rock, a tree, some freak of nature, some pinnacle of marvelous
beauty embracing a few acres or a square mile, which might
under that law be set aside as a national monument. But,
Mr, President, under the heady wine of power, not only this
administration, but preceding ones as well, have set apart
and withdrawn hundreds of square miles as national monu-
ments, Happily enough—I do not know when or how—Con-
gress at some lucid moment reserved to itself the right to
create a national park, and Congress has never given to any
department head or bureau chief the power to create a na-
tional park. That is a happy circumstance. For once Con-
gress retained the reins of power. National monuments,
however, may be created by Executive power and thus a
thousand square miles, forsooth, may be withdrawn from the
people for one national monument by a stroke of the pen.

I thank the Senator.

Mr, ADAMS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. PITTMAN. I yield with pleasure.

Mr. ADAMS. It seems to me the Senator from Arizona is
somewhat lacking in information as to the situation. This
is not a transfer from private ownership to public ownership.
It is a transfer from a forest reserve already established over
to the national park. Less than 1 percent of the land in-
volved is in private ownership. Both Senators from Cali-
fornia have indicated that they favor the creation of the
park.

Mr. ASHURST. I have not read the pending bill and know
nothing of it except what I have just learned from the Sena-
tor from Nevada [Mr. Pirtman]. I am speaking generally of
the habit of departments in creating such reserves. However,
if the pending bill proposes to withdraw lands from the State
of California, and the Legislature of California is opposed to
the bill, I would not support it.

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, the land involved is forest
land. It has been in a forest reserve for many, many years.
It lies between the Yosemite National Park and the Sequoia
National Park. It has been the best recreation site in Cali-
fornia. So far as I know, it has been the best recreation site
in the United States, and yet that recreation was had with
conservation. A man could take his family and a tent and
motor up to any little lake or stream in that forest and camp
and fish. He would not be permitted to do that in a
national park.

Mr. ASHURST. The Senator is correct.

Mr. PITTMAN. I do not criticize such regulations, The
national parks were intended to preserve certain phenomena
of nature, such as the geysers which spout at regular intervals
in Yellowstone National Park. It is conceivable that they
might be injured or destroyed. That is absolute conservation.

One may not camp in Yellowstone National Park. He
must go to one of the miserable concessionaires and live
with him. He may not fish in a national park without
employing a concessionaire to take him out in a boat.
If he desires to get on a horse and ride up to the high
streams to camp and fish, he is not permitted to do so. I
think that is all probably very proper.

However, when we are speaking of recreation and of
opportunities for the people to get out into the wilds, there
is no comparison between the forest reserves and the park
system. The forest reserves have been preserved as wild
areas, where any American citizen may go in his automobile
with his tent and fish, or even hunt, or live. That may not
be done in a national park.

Mr. SCHWARTZ. Mr, President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HiLL in the chair). Does
the Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator from
Wyoming?

Mr, PITTMAN. I yield.
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Mr. SCHWARTZ. Under proper regulations he may also
graze his livestock on the national forests, but he may not
do so in a national park.

Mr. PITTMAN. The difference between a national park
and a forest reserve is that a national park is conserved
without use, except for the tourists to look at, whereas the
national forests are preserved under conservation for the
purpose of conserving the forests by reforestation and fire
prevention, allowing the largest possible use by our people
consistent with conservation.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. PITTMAN, I yield.

Mr. ASHURST. I may be a little thin-skinned or sensi-
tive on this subject. I hope not; but I have had some
distressing experiences,

More than 20 years ago it occurred to me that the Grand
Canyon in Arizona ought to be a national park. I need
not now enter upon any eulogy of the gorgeous majesty
of the Grand Canyon. Many artists in words have dipped
their pen into the ink of temerity with a view of depicting
the colors of the Grand Canyon. I make no attempt to do
so, further than to say that I did believe that the Grand
Canyon should be a national park. I sought the counsel
and aid of an eminent lawyer who subsequently went to
the Supreme Court of the United States and there served
with great distinction. We drew a bill to create such na-
tional park, and the bill had the approval of the State of
Arizona. We provided in the bill that although the lands
might become a national park, all persons who had estab-
lished or acquired homestead rights, mining rights, or any
other rights in the proposed park should not be disturbed,
but should enjoy such rights and be protected therein.

Under the bill creating the Grand Canyon National Park,
all claims, locations, and entries, of whatsoever nature,
which were at that time valid and subsisting were not to be
disturbed. Some of the paragraphs of that bill, which be-
came the law and is now the law, are as follows:

Sec. 4. That nothing herein contained shall affect any valid
existing claim, location, or entry under the land laws of the United
States, whether for homestead, mineral, right-of-way, or any other
purpose whatsoever, or shall affect the rights of any such claim-
ant, locator, or entryman to the full use and enjoyment of his
land and nothing herein contained shall affect, diminish, or im-
pair the right and authority of the county of Coconino, in the
State of Arizona, to levy and collect tolls for the passage of
livestock over and upon the Bright Angel Toll Road and Trail,
and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to nego-
tiate with the said county of Coconino for the purchase of said
Bright Angel Toll Road and Trall and all rights therein, and
report to Congress at as early a date as possible the terms upon
which the property can be procured.

Sec. 6. That whenever consistent with the primary purposes of
sald park the act of February 15, 1901, applicable to the locations
of rights-of-way in certain national parks and the national forests
for irrigation and other purposes, and subsequent acts shall be and
remain applicable to the lands included within the park. The
Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion and upon such
conditions as he may deem proper, grant easements or rights-of-
way for rallroads upon or across the park.

Sec. 6. That whenever consistent with the primary purposes of
sald park, the Secretary of the Interlor is authorized, under
general regulations to be prescribed by him, to permit the pros-
pecting, development, and utilization of the mineral resources of
sald park upon such terms and for specified periods, or otherwise,
as tl;g may deem to be for the best Interests of the United
States.

Sec. 7. That, whenever consistent with the primary purposes of
sald park, the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to permit the
utilization of areas therein which may be necessary for the devel-
opment and maintenance of a Government reclamation project.

Sec. 8. That where privately owned lands within the said park
lie within 300 feet of the rim of the Grand Canyon no building,
tent, fence, or other structure shall be erected on the park lands
lying between said privately owned lands and the rim.,

Notwithstanding this law, the Interior Department has
recently instituted a suit, under the power of eminent do-
main, to try to condemn some of the lands in private owner-
ship in the Grand Canyon National Park. This lawsuit has
aroused the resentment, the just resentment, of many per-
sons in northern Arizona.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. PITTMAN. I yield.
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Mr. KING. I understand an effort was made a short time
ago to set aside as a national monument an area in my State
larger than the State of Rhode Island.

Mr. ASHURST. The Senator is correct.

Mr. KING. I have interposed objection to it. I do not
know what the result may be. I think a measure should be
enacted to prevent lands in the public domain being set
apart for monuments, parks, or reserves without an act of
Congress. .

Mr. PITTMAN. I think I thoroughly agree with what the
Senator has said. I have announced two or three times that
I intended to introduce a bill of that kind. One would not
think it was necessary, however, to introduce such a bill.

Mr. KING. I would not.

Mr. PITTMAN. One would have an idea that Senators
representing States here would have some respect for other
States and that they would give adequate consideration to
some of their interests. It is very difficult, of course, for a
Senator coming from a State where all the land is held in
private ownership, and has been probably from the begin-
ning of our Government, to understand the situation in the
gection where the public lands are located.

1 repeat that with 87 percent of the area of my State
public land, the support of State and local governments be-
comes a serious matter. There have already been withdrawn
large areas for forest reserves, large areas for Indian reserva-
tions; there were taken 2,400 square miles for a recreation
area in the southern part of the State; and, going a little far-
ther north, there was taken a tract of land 52 miles square—
think of that—as large, probably, as the State of Rhode
Island. With a pencil it was marked on the map as a reserve
for mountain sheep. Yet that high mountain land in the
southern part of the State, where it is hot and dry, is the
only range land available to small farmers living around that
mountain. But it is reserved forever now by the great De-
partment of the Interior. Right across the valley from this
52 miles square is a forest reserve that has been there for
years, covering almost a great mountain range. That is a
game reserve which will take care of all the mountain sheep
and all the other game that may be found in southern
Nevada.

I say Senators do not understand the situation, and, there-
fore, we of the West should have some expression with
regard to what should be done with the lands in our States.

Let me read a resolution adopted by the Legislature of the
State of California. It is very brief and was adopted unani-
mously, I believe, except for two votes in the California
Senate. The resolution is as follows:

Benate Joint Resolution 2

Relative to the memorialization of the President and the Congress
of the United States for the protection, use, and development of
the natural resources of the State of ‘California
‘Whereas nature has bestowed upon the State of California a

priceless heritage of natural resources of soil, water, forests, min-

erals, forage, game animals, birds, fish, and scenic and recreational
attractions; and

Whereas these natural resources are vital to the permanence and
future growth and prosperity of the basic industries of the State,
and to the welfare and happiness of its citizens; and

Whereas the protection and wise use of our wvaluable natural
resources is the responsibility of the Federal and State Govern-
ments, and the civic duty of all our people; and

Whereas large areas of California’s important watersheds, forests,
grazing and mineral lands, fishing streams and lakes, wildlife
ranges, frée public playgrounds, and scenic features are found
within the national forests in the State; and

Whereas there is pending national legislation which will create

a new national park in the Middle and South Fork of Kings

River that will remove large water and other natural resources

from development and use by adjacent dependent communities;

and

Whereas these national-forest resources are protected and man-
aged for the benefit of all our citizens and the permanence of our
industries and are open at all times to full utilization and eco-
nomic development: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate and the Assembly of the State of Cali-
fJornia jointly, That the State of California, through its legis-
lature, hereby memorializes and petitions the President and the

Congress of the United States that all national-forest lands in

the Middle and South Fork of EKings River and their valuable

natural resources be permanently retained in national-forest status
under the protection and administration of the Forest Service,
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United States Department of Agriculture, where they will be per-
petually open, as needed, to all measures, developments, and activi-
ties necessary for the full use, regulation, and control of the land
and the resources thereof; and be it further

Provided, That this resolution is not to be construed as any
criticism of the National Park Service or as evidence of any lack
of appreciation of the ald given this State by the Federal Govern-
ment in respect to flood control and the construction of irriga-
tion dams; and be it further

FProvided, That this petition is not to be interpreted as manifest-
ing a lack of sympathy on the part of this legislature with the
basic objective of the Federal Government to provide for the per-
petual protection of national-forest lands in the Middle and South
Fork of Kings River as a protected wilderness for the benefit and
enjoyment of future generations; and be it further

Resolved, That the State of California, through its legislature,
hereby memorializes and petitions the President and the Congress
of the United States that any contemplated further extension to
Yosemite National Park be deferred until some plan is evolved
to compensate adequately the counties for the resulting loss of
tax revenue; and be it further

Resolved, That the secretary of the senate is hereby directed to
transmit coples of this resolution to the President and to Mem-
bers of the Senate and the House of Representatives and to the
Secretary of Agriculture and the Chief of the Forest Service.

I think that explains the situation as clearly as anything
could.

In addition to that there is the resolution adopted by the
Farm Bureau Federation of California, which I ask leave to
have printed at this point in my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The resolution referred to is as follows:

“Whereas for a number of years the Department of the Interior
has had an announced policy calling for the creation of a new
national park in California to be known as the Kings River Canyon
National Park; and

“Whereas this proposed national park embraces some 600,000
acres of territory in this State, having within its boundaries re-
sources of high economic value to the future development of the
State; and

“Whereas the territory in question is now under the administra-
tion of the United States Forest Service, whose management and
multiple use policy guarantees the avallability of these resources
for future economic development of the State, as well as full recre-
ational use; and

“Whereas many of the important economic resources in question
would be locked up and future development prohibited under
national-park policy and administration; and

“Whereas the United States Forest Service has submitted a de-
velopment plan for the area, which is highly commendable, which
guarantees proper recreational development and scenic safeguard;
and

“Whereas we are informed that a general expansion program of
national parks in California is contemplated by the Department of
the Interior; and

“Whereas there are now within this State 2,905,269 acres of na-
tional parks and national monuments yielding no revenue to the
State, many of these units (notably Lassen Volcanic National Park)
being underfinanced and underdeveloped for public use; and

“Whereas it is the belief of this body that the interests of the
State can best be served if Kings River Canyon area remain under
the management of the United States Forest Service; and

“Whereas it is the bellef of the Fresno County Farm Bureau that
‘within the forested regions of California, the extension of present
boundaries of national parks, or the establishment of new national
parks should be made only when such extension or establishment
shall be for the best national interests and in accordance with the
best sceial and economic development of the State in its broadest
aspects’: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved, That this body earnestly request the board of directors
of the California Farm Bureau Federation to oppose the creation of
the proposed Kings River National Park.”

Motion to adopt by California Farm Bureau Federation carried,
May 18, 1938.

We understand that the Army engineers and the Reclamation
Service have completed reports concerning the possibility of build-
ing the Pine Flat Dam.

May we recommend that coples of each of these reports be made
available to interested and affected groups, and that no action be
taken looking to the construction of the Pine Flat Dam until water
users in the area have had full opportunity to study the reports
and express their opinions.

Respectfully submitted.

CALIFORNIA FARM BUREAU FEDERATION,
By ALEX. JOHNSON. .

Mr. PITTMAN. Seventy-two other organizations have ap-
peared and their resolutions are in the hearings.

Mr. President, I realize that this is a futile attempt on my
part so far as this bill is concerned, but the question is of
too great importance to allow it to drift on without protest.
It looks as though everybody is ashamed to look at or to
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mention this bill. I even have dear friends who are anxious
that it go through in a hurry so that they may forget it,
urge me to let it pass, and I want to help them all I can.

I wish to say again that the legislature of my own State of
Nevada supported the resolution of the legislature of the
State of California and have petitioned their Representatives
in Congress to oppose this bill, and I am opposing it, hope-
lessly I know.

Mr. KING. Why?

Mr. PITTMAN. I cannot say why. I stated why once in
the Burlew hearings, and my reason now is the same.

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, just a word or two. This bill
received extensive hearings in the Public Lands Committee
of the other House. It was passed there with certain amend-
ments. It came before the Public Lands Committee of the
Senate. A subcommittee was appointed which held extensive
hearings. The report of the subcommittee approving the
passage of the bill appears in the report on the bill, and I
think, in order to save time, I will ask that the report of
the subcommittee be printed in the Recorp as a part of my
remarks. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

Jury 28, 1939.
Hon. Arva B, Apams,
Chairman, Committee on Public Lands and Surveys,
Washington, D. C.

My Dear Mg. CHAmRMAN: The subcommittee appointed by the
Committee on Public Lands and SBurveys to study an act (H. R.
8794) to establish the Kings Canyon Natlonal Park, Calif., to
transfer thereto the lands now included in the General Grant
National Park, and for other purposes, having considered the same,
report favorably thereon with the recommendation that the bill
do pass.

Tl:t’;e purpose of the act, H. R. 3794, is to conserve permanently in
its natural condition, as a national park for the benefit and en-
joyment of the people, one of the most famous scenic areas in the
United States. The bill would abolish the General Grant National
Park and would gdd it, to be known as the General Grant Grove
Bection, to the new national park, which would be known as the
Kings Canyon National Park. All of the public lands to comprise
the new park, with exception of the General Grant National Park,
would be transferred from the Sierra and Sequoia National Forests.
The total area of the proposed park is 454,600 acres, of which 5,763
acres are privately owned. The major portion of the privately
owned lands comprise the Redwood Mountain Grove of giant
sequoias, the finest large grove remaining in private ownership,
which the bill would authorize for addition to the park. This pro-
posed legislation has been approved by the Department of Agricul-
ture and the Department of the Interlor.

Timber, mineral, and grazing resources of the Kings Canyon
wilderness are negligible, The average annual number of livestock
grazing within the proposed park during the last 5 years is only
985 cattle and horses and 300 sheep, allotted to 12 permittees. The
act protects these privileges and provides for the continuation of
these permits during the lives of the present permittees. The
Commissioner of the United States Bureau of Reclamation and the
Chief of Army Engineers have both issued written statements giving
assurance that the most feasible water-storage and power-develop-
ment sites along the Kings River are outside of the proposed park
and that they have no plans for developments within the proposed
park area.

The Chief Forester of the United States Forest Service, now ad-
ministering these public lands, has testified that thelr primary
value is for recreation and that they are of national-park caliber.
The State of California, at a cost of millions of dollars, has built a
highway into the canyon of the South Fork of Kings River, con-
verting what has been an inaccessible wilderness into a resort for
tens of thousands of visitors. It is urgent that Congress establish
a permanent policy for administration of this region before the
new highway is opened to trafic this summer,

The creation of the park is supporfed by almost every newspaper
of California, by almost every organization and group that has con-
eidered it, and by almost all the voters.

Very truly yours,
Pat McCarraN, Chairman.

Mr. ADAMS, Mr. President, the bill has the approval both
of the Interior Department and of the Department of Agri-
culture. The subcommittee report points out one thing
which should be of interest to the Senate. It gives the total
area involved and then states:

Timber, mineral, and grazing resources of the Eings Canyon
wilderness are negligible. The average annual number of livestock
grazing within the proposed park during the last 6 years is only
985 cattle and horses and 300 sheep, allotted to 12 permittees. The
act protects these privileges and provides for the continuation of
these permits during the lives of the present permittees.
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I have a very general accord with the purposes and views
of the Senator from Nevada, but I think the particular bill,
if passed, would tend to preserve for public recreational pur-
poses, under the administration of the park authorities, one
of the finest scenic areas of the country, The passage of the
bill would not jeopardize power development; it would not
involve the taking away of grazing or other privileges.

I am relying, as did the committee in reporting the bill
favorably, upon the report of the subcommittee and upon the
favorable recommendations of both the Inferior Department
and the Forestry Service, supplemented by the favorable atti-
tude of the two Senators from the State of California, whose
judgment would largely conclude my opinion.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator what
would happen to this land or what would happen to its
scenic value if this bill were not passed?

Mr. ADAMS. The scenic features of it are in the forest
reserve, and nothing would happen to them except that they
would not be available in the same way that they would be
available under the administration of the Park Service. In
other words, the Park Service develops scenic resources; the
Forestry Service does not make the same character of
development.

Mr. LODGE. Is this land at the present time in danger
of being despoiled or wasted or damaged?

Mr. ADAMS. I think not. It is under the forest admin-
istration. The tract is large, embracing, as I recall, 454,000
acres, and including 5,763 acres which are privately owned
and which contain an extensive growth of giant sequoias.
Those frees may be cut and destroyed if something is not
done. That, in acreage, is a minor part. In scenic value,
it is a major part.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill.

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the tract of land in the State of Cali-
fornia particularly described as follows, to wit: Beginning at the
summit of Junection Peak, being a point on the present north
boundary of Sequoia National Park, also a point on the Tulare
and Inyo County line; thence westerly along said north boundary
of said park to the crest of the hydrographic divide between
Boulder Creek and Sugarloaf Creek; thence In a northerly direction
along the crest of the hydrographic divide between Boulder Creek
and Sugarloaf Creek to the intersection of said divide with the
section line between sections 3 and 4 of township 14 south, range
30 east, Mount Diablo base and meridian; thence northerly along
the section line between said sections 3 and 4 and between sec-
tions 33 and 34, and sections 27 and 28 of township 13 south,
range 30 east, to the northwest corner of southwest quarter of
section 27; thence northwesterly along the ridge immediately
adjacent to and lying northeast from the headwaters of the
east fork of Lightning Creek to the intersection of said ridge
with the section line between sections 21 and 28, township
13 south, range 30 east, which point lles on the sald section
line three-quarters of a mile more or less westerly from the
northeast corner of sald section 28; thence in a northerly di-
rection across the easterly branch of the east fork of Lightning
Creek at Summit Meadow to the ridge north of sald creek branch;
thence northeasterly along said ridge to Lookout Peak; thence in
& northeasterly direction along the ridge from said peak, being also
the crest of the hydrographic divide between Sheep Creek and
Lightning Creek to the intersection of said ridge with the line
between sections 15 and 22, township 13 south, range 30 east, which
point lies one-quarter of a mile more or less westerly of the north-
east corner of sald section 22; thence easterly along sald section
line to the corner of sections 14, 15, 22, and 23; thence
north along the line between sections 14 and 15 to the southwest
corner of the northwest quarter of the northwest quarter of section
14; thence east to the southeast corner of the northeast quarter of
the northwest quarter of the said section; thence south to the
southwest corner of the northeast guarter of the said section; thence
east to the southeast corner of the southwest quarter of the north-
east quarter of the said section; thence south to the southwest
corner of the northeast quarter of the southeast quarter of the said
section; thence east to the northeast corner of the southeast quarter
of the southeast quarter of the said section; thence south to the
southwest corner of section 13; thence east on the line between sec~
tions 13 and 24 to the southeast corner of section 13; thence south
to southwest corner of the northwest quarter of the northwest
quarter of section 19, township 13 south, range 31 east; thence east
along the north latitudinal one-sixteenth section line of secticns
19, 20, and 21 to the southeast corner of the northeast quarter of the
northwest quarter of said section 21; thence north to the guarter
section corner of sections 16 and 21; thence east along the line
between sections 16 and 21 to the southeast corner of sald section
16; thence north along the section line to the quarter section
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corner of sections 15 and 16; thence west along the latitudinal quar-
ter section line of sections 16, 17, and 18 to the northwest corner of
the southeast quarter of section 18; thence north to the northeast
corner of the southeast quarter of the northwest quarter of said sec-
tion 18; thence west to the northwest corner of the southwest
quarter of the northwest quarter of said section 18; thence north
along the range line between ranges 30 and 31 east, township 13
south, to the northeast corner of section 13, township 13 south,
range 30 east; thence west along the line between sections 12 and
13 to the southeast corner of the southwest quarter of the southwest
quarter of section 12; thence north to the northeast corner of the
southwest quarter of the southwest quarter of said section 12;
thence west to the northwest corner of the southeast quarter of the
southeast quarter of section 11; thence north to the northeast
corner of the northwest quarter of the northeast quarter of said
section 11; thence west along the line between sections 2 and 11 to
the northwest corner of the northeast quarter of the northwest
quarter of sald section 11; thence south to the southwest corner of
the northeast guarter of the northwest quarter of said section 11;
thence west to the northwest corner of the southwest quarter of the
northwest quarter of said section 11; thence north along the line
between sections 10 and 11 and 2 and 3 to the intersection with
the ridge of southeast spur of Stag Dome; thence in a north-
westerly direction along the crest of said spur to the summit
of Stag Dome; thence in a northerly direction along the crest
of the hydrographic divide between Lewis Creek and Deer Cove and
Grizzly Creek to its intersection with Monarch Divide at Hogback
Peak; thence In a westerly direction along the crest of Monarch
Divide, to its junction with the northwesterly spur of Mount Har-
rington; thence northwesterly along the crest of hydrographic divide
on the southwest side of the Gorge of Despair to the intersection
with the line between sections 12 and 13, township 12 south, range
29 east; thence continuing west along the line between sections 12
and 13, 11 and 14 to the southwest corner of the southeast quarter
of the southeast quarter of said section 11; thence northerly to the
gouthwest corner of the southeast quarter of the northeast quarter
of said section 11; thence east to the quarter section corner of sec-
tions 11 and 12; thence north to the southeast corner of the north-
east quarter of the northeast quarter of said section 11; thence
east to the southeast corner of the northwest quarter of the north-
west quarter of section 12; thence north to the northeast corner of
the northwest quarter of the northwest quarter of said section 12;
thence east to the quarter section corner of sections 1 and 12;
thence north to the northeast corner of the southeast quarter of
the southwest quarter of said section 1; thence east to the southeast
corner of the northwest quarter of the southeast quarter of said
gection 1; thence north to the northeast corner of the northwest
quarter of the southeast quarter of said section 1; thence east to
the quarter section corner of sections 1 and 6, thence north along
the range line between the ranges 29 and 30 east, township 12 south,
to the northeast corner of said section 1, township 12 south, range
29 east; thence east along the township line between townships 11
and 12 south, range 30 east to the southeast corner of the southwest
quarter of the southwest quarter of section 31, township 11 south,
range 30 east; thence north to the northeast corner of the south-
west quarter of the southwest quarter of said section 31; thence
west to the northwest corner of the southwest quarter of the south-
east quarter of section 36, township 11 south, range 29 east; thence
south to the quarter section cornmer of sections 1 and 36; thence
west along the township line between townships 11 and 12 south,
range 29 east to the northwest corner of section 1, township 12
south, range 29 east; thence south to the southwest corner of the
northwest quarter of the mnorthwest quarter of sald section 1;
thence west to the northwest corner of the southwest quarter of
the northwest quarter of section 2; thence south to the northwest
corner of the southwest guarter of the southwest quarter of said
section 2; thence west to the northwest corner of the southeast
quarter of the southeast quarter of section 3; thence south to
the southwest corner of the southeast quarter of the south-
east quarter of section 3; thence continuing south to the
intersection with the four thousand four hundred contour; thence
along the four thousand four hundred-foot contour in a south-
westerly direction to its intersection with Tombstone Ridge; thence
in a northwesterly direction along the crest of the Tombstone
Ridge to the summit of the Obelisk; thence in a straight line in
a northeasterly direction crossing Crown Creek to the summit of
Eettle Dome; thence in a northeasterly direction along the crest
of Eettle Ridge to the summit of Finger Peak in the White Di-
vide; thence northwesterly along the crest of the sald White
Divide and the Le Conte Divide, passing over the summits of
Mount Reinstein and Red Mountain to the summit of Mount
Henry; thence in a northerly direction along the crest of the north
spur of Mount Henry to the junction of the South Fork San
Joaquin River and Plute Creek; thence across the South Fork San
Joaquin River and in a northeasterly direction along the hydro-
graphic divide between Piute Creek and the South Fork San
Joaquin River to the summit of Pavillion Dome; thence in an
easterly direction along the crest of saild hydrographic divide to
its intersection with Glacier Divide; thence continuing south-
easterly along the crest of sald Glacier Divide to a point of inter-
section with the crest of the Sierra Nevada Range, also the
boundary line between Inyo County and Fresno County; thence
continuing southeasterly along the crest of said Sierra Nevada
Range, passing over the summits of Mount Lamarack, Mount

., Mount Haeckel, Mount Wallace, Mount Powell, Mount
Thompson, Mount Gilbert, Mount Johnson, Mount Goode, Mount
Winchell, North Palisade, The Thumb, Mount Bolton Brown, Split
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Mountain, Cardinal Mountain, Striped Mountain, Mount Perkins,
Colosseum Mountain, Mount Baxter, Diamond Peak, Black Moun-
tain, Dragon Peak, Mount Bixford, Mount Gould, University Peak,
Mount Bradley, and Mount Keith to the summit of Junction Peak,
being the point of beginning; is hereby reserved and withdrawn
from settlement, occupancy, or disposal under the laws of the
United States and dedicated and set apart as a public park, to
be known as the Kings Canyon National Park, for the benefit and
enjoyment of the people: Provided, That nothing in this act shall
be construed to affect or abridge any right acquired by any citizen
of the United States in the above-described area: And provided
Jjurther, That no grazing permits heretofore issued and in effect
on January 15, 1939, affecting the area described in this section,
for whose renewal an application is made before the date of
expiration, shall be affected by this act, except that they shall be
subject to such terms and conditions to insure protection of the
lands and for other purposes as may be prescribed by the Secretary
of the Interior, .

Sec. 2. That the General Grant National Park is hereby abolished,
and the west half of section 33, township 13 south, range 28 east,
and west half of section 4, all of section 8 and the northwest quarter
of section 9, township 14 south, range 28 east, Mount Diablo merid-
ian, California, together with the lands formerly within the General
Grant National Park, Calif., and particularly described as follows,
to wit: All of sections 31 and 32, township 13 south, range 28 east,
and sections b and 6, township 14 south, range 28 east, of the same
meridian, are, subject to valid existing rights, hereby added to and
made a part of the Kings Canyon National Park and such lands
shall be known as the General Grant grove section of the said park.
The General Grant grove section of the Kings Canyon National
Park may, by proclamation of the President, be extended to include
the following described lands, to wit: Section 9, south half, section
10, southwest quarter, and that part of the east half south of Gen-
erals Highway; section 11, that part south of Generals Highway;
section 13, that part south of Generals Highway; section 14, that
part south of Generals Highway, section 15, east half, northwest
quarter, and the southeast quarter of the southwest quarter, section
21, southeast quarter of the northeast quarter, and the east half of
the southeast quarter; section 22, east half, east half of the north-
west quarter, southwest quarter of the northwest quarter and south-
west quarter; section 23; section 24, that part south of Generals
Highway, sections 256 and 26; section 27, east half, northwest quarter,
and that part of the southwest quarter north and east of the crest
of Redwood Mountain; section 34, that part east of the crest of
Redwood Mountain; sections 35 and 36, township 14 south, range
28 east; all of sections 1 and 2; section 3, that part east of the crest
of Redwood Mountain; section 11, that part east and north of the
crest of Redwood Mountain; all of section 12; section 13, that part
north of the Sequoia National Park boundary, township 15 south,
range 28 east, Mount Diablo meridian, which shall be subject to all
laws, rules, and regulations applicable to the esaid park. Such
extension of the General Grant grove section of the said park shall
not interfere with the movement of stock and vehicular traffic with-
out charge, under general regulations to be prescribed by the Secre-
tary of the Interior, to and from national forest lands on either side
of the sald park extension. The Eings Canyon National Park shall
receive and use all moneys heretofore or hereafter appropriated for
General Grant National Park.

Sec. 8. That the National Park Service shall, under the rules and
regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, admin-
ister for public recreational purposes the lands withdrawn,

SEec. 4. That any motor-vehicle license issued for Sequoia National
Park shall be applicable to Kings Canyon National Park, and vice
versa: Provided, That in order to insure the permanent preserva-
tion of the wilderness character of the Kings Canyon National Park
the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, limit the char-
acter and number of privileges that he may grant within the Kings
Canyon Naticnal Park. No privileges shall be granted for a period
in excess of 5 years.

SEc. 5. That the administration, protection, and development of
the Kings Canyon National Park shall be exercised under the direc-
tion of the Secretary of the Interior by the National Park Service,
subject to the provisions of the act of August 25, 1916 (39 Stat.
535), entitled “An act to establish a National Park Service, and for
other purposes,” as amended.

INVESTIGATION OF ECONOMIC AND INDUSTRIAL CONDITIONS IN
PUERTO RICO

The Senate proceeded to consider the concurrent resolufion
(S. Con. Res, 18) providing for an investigation of eco-
nomic and industrial conditions in Puerto Rico, which had
been reported from the Committee on Territories and Insular
Affairs with amendments, on page 1, line 7, after the words
“investigation of”, to strike out “economic” and insert “the
social, economic”, and in line 8, after the words “Puerto Rico”,
to strike out “with a particular view to determining” and in-
sert “and to determine”, so as to make the concurrent resclu-
tion read:

Resolved, ete., That a special joint committee of three Senators,
to be appointed by the President of the Senate, and three Members
of the House of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker
of the House of Representatives, is authorized and directed to make
a full and complete study and investigation of the social, economie,
and industrial conditions in Puerto Rico, and to determine the effect
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upon Puerto Rico of the Sugar Act of 1937, the Fair Labor Standards
Act of 1938, and foreign-trade agreements entered into pursuant to
the Reciprccal Trade Agreements Act of 1934. The special joint
committee shall select a chairman from among its members, and
shall report to the 55 at the earliest practicable time the
results of its study and investigation, together with its recom-
mendations.

For the purposes of this resolution the special Joint committee, or
any duly authorized subcommittee thereof, is authorized to hold
such hearings, to sit and act at such times and places during the
sessions, recesses, and adjourned periods of the Seventy-sixth and
succeeding Congresses, to employ such clerical and other assistants,
to require by subpena or otherwise the attendance of such wit-
nesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, to
administer such oaths, to take such testimony, and to make such
expenditures as it deems advisable. The cost of stencgraphic serv-
fces to report such hearings shall not be in excess of 25 cents per
hundred words. The expenses of the committee, which shall not
exceed $5,000, shall be paid one-half from the contingent fund of
the Senate and one-half from the contingent fund of the House
of Representatives, upon vouchers approved by the chairman,

The amendments were agreed to.
The concurrent resolution, as amended, was agreed to.
RESOLUTION AND BILL PASSED OVER

The resolution (8. Res. 168) providing for an investigation
of the immigration of aliens into the United States was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. Let the resolution go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed
over,

The bill (8. 282) to provide that State employees employed
in connection with programs carried on with the assistance
of the Federal Government be selected in accordance with a
nonpolitical civil service plan was announced as next in
order.

Mr. MINTON. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

RELIEF OF FORMER DISBURSING OFFICERS FOR CIVIL WORKS
ADMINISTRATION

The bill (H. R. 7050) for the relief of certain former
disbursing officers for the Civil Works Administration was
considered, ordered fo a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

INDIAN SCHOOL BUILDINGS IN MONTANA

The bill (S. 1450) to provide funds for cooperation with
school district No. 13, Froid, Mont., for extension of public-
school buildings to be available to Indian children was con-
sidered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby authorized to be appro-
priated, from any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, the sum of $30,000 for the purpose of cooperating with
scheol district No. 13, Froid, Mont., for the extension and improve-
ment of public-school buildings: Provided, That the expenditure
of any money so appropriated shall be subject to the condition that
the schools maintained by said district shall be avallable to all
Indian children of the school district on the same terms, except as
to payment of tuition, as other children of said school district:
Provided further, That plans and specifications for construction,
enlargement, or improvement of structures shall be furnished by
local or State authorities, without cost to the United States, and
upon approval thereof by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, actual
work shall proceed under the direction of such local or State officials,
Payment for work in place shall be made monthly on vouchers
properly certified by local officials of the Indian Service: Provided
jurther, That any amount expended on any project hereunder shall
be recouped by the United States within a period of 30 years, com-
mencing with the date of occupancy of the project, through reduc-
ing the annual Federal tuition payments for the education of
Indian pupils enrolled in public or high schools of the district in-
volved, or by the acceptance of Indian pupils in such schools with-
out cost to the United States; and in computing the amount of
recoupment for each project interest at 3 percent per annum shall
be included on unrecouped balances: Provided further, That such
expenditures shall be subject to such further conditions as may be
prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior.

PUBLIC-SCHOOL FACILITIES, M'CURTAIN, OKLA.

The bill (S. 2523) to provide for the construction, extension,
equipment, and improvement of public-school facilities at
MceCurtain, Okla., Haskell County, was considered, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., There is hereby appropriated, out of any
money in the "Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of
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$15,000 for the purpose of cooperating with School District No.
37, Haskell County, McCurtain, Okla., for construction, extension,
equipment, and improvement of school facilities: Provided, That
the expenditure of any moneys so appropriated shall be subject to
the condition that the schools maintained by said distriet shall
be available to all the Indian children of the district on the same
terms, except as to payment of tuition, as other children of said
school district: Provided jfurther, That plans and specifications
for construction, enlargement, or improvement of structures shall
be furnished by local or State authorities, without cost to the
United States, and upon approval thereof by the Commissioner
of Indian Affairs actual work shall proceed under the direction
of such local or State officials. Payment for work in place shall
be made monthly on vouchers properly certified by local officials
of the Indian Service: Provided further, That any amount ex-
pended on any project hereunder shall be recouped by the United
States within a period of 80 years, commencing with the date of
occupancy of the project, through reducing the annual Federal
tultion payments for the education of Indian pupils enrclled in
public or high schools of the district involved, or by the ac-
ceptance of Indian puplls in such schools without cost to the
United States, and in computing the amount of recoupment for
each project interest at 3 percent per annum shall be included
on unrecouped balances.

PUBLIC SCHOOL BUILDINGS, UINTAH COUNTY, UTAH

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1671) to
provide for the construction, extension, and improvement of
public-school buildings in Uintah County, Utah, which had
been reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with
an amendment, on page 1, line 3, after the word “hereby” to
insert “authorized to be,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby authorized to be appro-
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, the sum of $150,000 for the purpose of cooperating with
the Uintah County School District, Utah, for extension and im-
provement of school buildings: Provided, That the expenditure of
any moneys so0 appropriated shall be subject to the condition that
the schools maintained by said district shall be available to all
the Indian children of the district on the same terms, except as
to payment of tuition, as other children of said school district:
Provided fjurther, That plans and specifications for construction,
enlargement, or improvement of structures shall be furnished by
local or State authorities, without cost to the United States, and
upon approval thereof by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs
actual work shall proceed under the direction of such local or State
officials. Payment for work in place shall be made monthly on
vouchers properly certified by local officials of the Indian Service:
Provided further, That any amount expended on any project here=
under shall be recouped by the United States within a period of
30 years, commencing with the date of occupancy of the project,
through reducing the annual Federal tuition payments for the edu-
cation of Indian pupils enrolled in public or high schools of the
district involved, or by the acceptance of Indian pupils in such
schools without cost to the United States, and in computing the
amount of recoupment for each project interest at 3 percent per
annum shall be included on unrecouped balances.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered fo be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 3035) authorizing certain appointments to the
United States Military Academy to fill cadetships heretofore
created was announced as next in order.

Mr. RUSSELL. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The joint resolution (S. J. Res, 199) amending Public Res-
olution No. 112 of the Seventy-fifth Congress and Public Res-
olution No. 48 of the Seventy-sixth Congress was announced
as next in order.

Mr. HATCH. Let the joint resolution go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be
passed over,

CITIZENSHIP, ETC., OF CERTAIN PANAMA CANAL ZONE EMPLOYEES

The bill (8. 3130) relating to the citizenship and compen-
sation of certain employees on military construction work in
the Panama Canal Zone was announced as next in order.

Mr. EING. Let us have an explanation of the bill.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. President, I am going to ask
that the bill go over; and if the Senator from North Carolina
[Mr. REYnoLps], who reported the bill from the Committee
on Military Affairs, were present, I should move that the bill
be recommitted.

This bill is properly within the jurisdiction of the Commit-
tee on Interoceanic Canals, which has considered that and
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similar subjects on a number of occasions. In my opinion,
the bill was erroneously referred to the Committee on Military
Affairs, and erroneously reported from that committee.

I shall not make the motion to recommit the bill at this
time, in view of the absence of the Senator from North Caro-
lina, but it is my intention at the proper time to make such
a motion.

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, I invite the attention of
the Senator from Missouri to Calendar No. 1234, House bill
7941,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. House bill 7941 is similar to
the bill which the Senator from Missouri has asked to go over,
Without objection, House bill 7941 will go over, as well as
Senate bill 3130.

The PRESIDING OFFICER subsequently said: House bill
7941 has already gone over under a previous order.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. President, that bill is not
identical with Senate bill 3130. I was under a misapprehen-
sion if I asked that House bill 7941 go over, because it simply
has to do with Army construction work on the Panama Canal.
Therefore, I withdraw my objection and ask unanimous con-
sent that the other bill be returned to Senate bill 3130, if
that is an identical bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Sen-
ate will consider the House bill, H. R. 7941.

Mr. AUSTIN. Let the bill go over.

Mr. KING. Both bills should go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bills will be passed over.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 3016) to amend the act approved February 15,
1929, entitled “An act to permit certain warrant officers to
count all active service rendered under temporary appoint-
ments as warrant or commissioned officers in the Regular
Navy,” was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

DISPOSITION OF REMAINS OF NAVY AND MARINE CORPS PERSONNEL,
ETC.

The bill (S. 3067) authorizing appropriations to be made
for the disposition of the remains of personnel of the Navy
and Marine Corps and certain civilian employees of the
Navy, and for other purposes, was considered, ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That funds to be expended under such regu-
lations as the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe are hereby
authorized to be appropriated as may be necessary from time to
time for the funeral expenses of the deceased persons hereinafter
specified.

8ec. 2. The words “funeral expenses” as used in this act, and in
subsequent acts appropriating funds as herein authorized, shall be
construed to include the expenses of, and incident to, the recovery
of bodies; cremation, but only on request of the relatives of the
deceased; preparation for burial; transportation to the home of
the deceased or to a national or other cemetery designated by
proper authority; and interment.

Sec. 3. Funeral expenses shall be allowed for—

(a) Officers and enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps, in-
cluding tbose on the retired lists who die while on active duty;

(b) Members of the Nurse Corps (female) of the Navy, including
those on the retired list who die while on active duty;

(c) Members of the Naval Reserve or Marine Corps Reserve who
die while on active or training duty, or while performing author-
ized travel to or from such duty;

(d) Accepted applicants for enlistment;

(e) Civilian employees of the Navy Department or the Naval
Establishment who have been ordered away from their homes in
the United States to duty outside the continental limits of the
United States and who die while on such duty or while perform-
ing authorized travel to or from such duty;

{f) Former enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps who
were discharged while patients in hospitals and who remain as
patients in such hospitals to the day of their death; and

(g) Pensioners and destitute patients who die in naval hos-
pitals: Provided, That only the expenses of preparation for burial
and interment shall be allowed in disposing of the remains of such
pensioners and destitute patients.

Sec. 4. The provisions of this act shall apply in the case of
personnel temporarily absent with or without leave when death
occurred.

Sec. 5. In any case where funeral expenses authorized by this
act are incurred prior to receipt of official authority, reimburse-
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ment may be made in the amount allowed by the Navy Depart-
ment for such services.

Sec. 6. Funds to be expended under such regulations as the
Secretary of the Navy may prescribe are hereby authorized to be
appropriated as may be ne from time to time for the pur-
chase and care of cemetery lots; for the care of graves of deceased
personnel of the Navy and Marine Corps outside the continental
limits of the United States, with which shall be included those
in sites not owned by the United States; and for the removal of
remains from abandoned cemeteries to naval or national ceme-
teries or to the homes of the persons deceased, with which shall
be included remains interred in isolated graves in the United
States and abroad and remains temporarily interred.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 6044) to regulate the number of warrant
and commissioned warrant officers in the Marine Corps, was
announced as next in order.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri.
the bill?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let the bill go over.

DIKE OR DAM ACROSS STANSEURY CREEK, MD.

The bill (8. 2977) authorizing the construction and mainte-
nance of a dike or dam across Stansbury Creek in Baltimore,
Md., was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted
to the Glenn L. Martin Co. and its successors and assigns to con-
struct and maintain a dike or dam across Stansbury Creek at a point
suitable to the interests of navigation about five-eighths mile
above the mouth of Stansbury Creek in the county of Baltimore in
the State of Maryland, in accordance with the provisions of section
9 of the River and Harbor Act of March 3, 1899.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill authorizing
the construction and maintenance of a dike or dam across
Stansbury Creek in Baltimore County, Md.”

EXCHANGE OF LANDS BETWEEN UNITED STATES AND SAN DIEGO, CALIF.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (8. 2993) to au-
thorize an exchange of lands between the city of San Diego,
Calif.,, and the United States, and acceptance by gift of
certain lands from the city of San Diego, Calif., which had
been reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with
amendments, on page 1, line 5, after the word “California”,
to strike out “by an appropriate deed of conveyance”; on page
3, line 7, after the word “transfer”, to insert “and quit-
claim”; in line 8, after the words “United States”, to strike
out “by appropriate deed of conveyance”; in line 11, after
the word “interest”, to strike out “of” and insert “which”;
in line 12, after the word “city”, to insert “may claim in and”;
on page 5, line 6, after the word “said”, to strike out “five”; in
line 12, after the words “United States”, to strike out “by
appropriate deed of conveyance”; on page 6, line 24, after
the words “United States”, to strike out “by appropriate deed
of conveyance”; and on page 7, after line 4, to insert:

Bec. 4. The acceptance by the Secretary of the Navy of the trans-
fer or quitclaim by the city of San Diego of any of the lands herein
mentioned shall not be construed as a relinquishment by the United
Btates of its claim of title or interest in said land in any manner
arising.

So as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he
is hereby, authorized to transfer under such conditions as may be
approved by the said Secretary, to the city of San Diego, Calif.,
without cost to the said city of San Diego, Calif., all right, title, and
interest in and to the following parcels, situated in the city of
San Diego, Calif.,, metes and bounds descriptions of which are on
file in the Navy Department:

Parcel A. Sixty-one and seventy-two one-hundredths acres, more
or less, of Marine Corps base area adjacent to the municipal airport,
lying between the southwesterly prolongation of the southeasterly
lines of Harasthy Street and Southerland Street to the combined
pierhead and bulkhead line;

Parcel B. A triangular plece of land of the naval supply depot on
the westerly side of Pacific Highway between E Street and F Street,
containing six hundred and nineteen square feet, more or less;

Parcel C. A strip of land ten and one-half feet wide, of the naval
training station, extending along and adjacent to Rosecrans Street,
between Lytton Street and Lowell Street, including a curbed corner
at the intersection of Lytton Street and Rosecrans Street, contain-
ing an area of one and sixty-eight one-hundredths acres, more or
less;

Parcel D. That portion of the Marine Corps base lying to the
north of the south side of Water Street extending easterly from

May we have an explanation of
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‘Wright Street, containing an area of four and twenty-five one-
hundredths acres, more or less;

Parcel E. A triangular piece of land comprising the corner at
the intersection of Barnett Avenue and Pacific Highway, being a
part of the Marine Corps base, containing an area of twenty-five
one-hundredths of an acre, more or less;

Parcel F. Three areas comprising one and thirty-six one-
hundredths acres, more or less, being a part of the destroyer base
situated on the north and south sides of Bay Front Street included
in the proposed Harbor Drive and a small parcel to the east thereof;
in consideration of the transfer and quitclaim to the United States
by said city of San Diego, free from all encumbrances, except as
hereinafter provided, and without cost to the United States, all
right, title, and interest which the said city may claim in and to the
following parcels, metes and bounds descriptions of which are on
file in the Navy Department:

Parcel 1, A parcel of land between Broadway and E Street and
between Pacific Highway and the westerly line of Belt Street in the
city of San Diego, Calif., containing an area of one and ninety-three
one-hundredths acres, more or less, excepting and reserving there-
from (a) the area held and occupied by the Sunset Sea Food Com-
pany under a lease that expires on July 20, 1951; and (b) the area
held and occupied by the Star and Crescent Ol Company under a
lease that expires April 30, 1942: Provided, That the areas held under
gaid leases, upon expiration of the terms thereof, become the prop-
erty of the United States in fee simple.

Parcel 2. A parcel of land between E Street and F Street and
between Harbor Street and the easterly line of Belt Street in the city
of San Diego, Calif, containing an area of two and seven one-
hundredths acres, more or less; excepting and reserving therefrom
the area held and occupied by the Union Ice Company under a
lease that expires on September 23, 1941: Provided, That the area
held under said lease, upon expiration of the term thereof becomes
the property of the United States in fee simple,

Parcel 3. A parcel of land between F Street and Market Street and
Harbor Street and Pacific Highway, in the city of S8an Diego, Calif,,
containing an area of four and twenty-six one-hundredths
acres, more or less, excepting and reserving therefrom (a) the area
held and occupled by the Arrowhead Puritas Distributors, Incorpo-
rated, under a lease that expires on February 28, 1947; and (b) the
area held and occupied by the General Petroleum Corporation under
a lease that expires on March 31, 1948: Provided, That the areas
held under said leases, upon the expiration of the terms thereof,
become the property of the United States in fee simple.

Parcel 4. A parcel of land between the United States bulkhead
line and the United States pierhead line, lying southerly and
adjacent to the present Navy pier in the city of San Diego, Calif.,
containing an area of two and seventy-seven one-hundredths acres,
more or less: Provided, That said parcels 1 to 4, inclusive, shall be
used for military purposes, and particularly for the purpose of estab-
lishing and maintaining therecn piers, landings, bulldings, and
structures to be used by the United States and reserving to the said
city of San Diego perpetual easements in said parcels ior the laying
and maintaining of underground public utilities, such as sewers,
drains, water mains, gas, electric, and power lines across said parcels
wherever necessary or convenient,

Sec. 2. The Secretary of the Navy is further authorized, on behalf
of the United States, to accept from the city of San Diego, Calif,,
without cost to the United States, all right, title, and interest
of the said eity in and to the following-described parcels of land
situated in the city of San Diego, Calif.:

Parcel 1. A strip of municipal tidelands four hundred and thirty
and five-tenths feet in width and containing fourteen and fifty-one
one-hundredths acres, more or less, in the city of San Diego, Calif.,,
lying northerly of and adjacent to the northerly line of the
United States destroyer base for military uses of the United States,
and particularly to be used by the Navy Department in connection
with and as part of the naval destroyer base in the city of San
Diego;

P%rcel 2. All land lying between the high-water mark and the
westerly line of proposed Harbor Drive adjacent to the easterly
boundary of the destroyer base, in the city of San Diego, Calif.,
excluding that portion of the destroyer base embraced within the
proposed Harbor Drive on the northerly and southerly sides of
Bay Front Street and to the east of proposed Harbor Drive, con-
taining an area of eight acres, more or less;

Parcel 3. All that portion of Balboa Park in the city of San
Diego, Calif., in pueblo lots 1136 and 1143 of the pueblo lands
of the city of San Diego, Calif, adjoining the southeasterly,
southerly, and southwesterly boundaries of the Naval Hospital, San
Diego, Calif., containing an area of thirty-two and ninety-three
one-hundredths acres, more or less;

Parcel 4. A triangular area embracing portions of lots 2 to 11, in-
clusive, in West Atlantic Street Addition and a triangular area
embracing the unnumbered block in Middletown, lots 7 to 13,
inclusive, of block 231; and lots 7 to 12, inclusive, of block 236, in
the city of San Diego, Calif, adjoining the northerly and
easterly portions of the athletic field of the Marine Corps base,
San Diego, Calif., containing an area of two acres, more or less.

Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Navy Is further authorized, on behalf
of the United States, to accept from the city of San Diego, Calif.,
without cost to the United States, all right, title, and in-
terest of the said city in and to such other areas abutting the naval
properties at San Diego, Calif.,, as will bring the exterior boun-
daries thereof to the adjoining boundary of the proposed Harbor
Drive as now or hereafter may be located,
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Sec. 4. The acceptance by the Secretary of the Navy of the trans-
fer or quitclaim by the city of S8an Diego of any of the lands
herein mentioned shall not be construed as a relinquishment by
the United States of its claim of title or interest in said land in
any manner arising.

Sec. 5. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

The amendments were agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

ACCEPTANCE OF LANDS IN NATIONAL CITY, CALIF.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2991) to
authorize the Secretary of the Navy to accept on behalf of
the United States certain lands in the city of National City,
Calif., which had been reported from the Committee on
Naval Affairs with amendments, on page 1, line 6, after the
words “United States” to strike out “by an appropriate deed
of conveyance”; on page 3, line 23, after the word “The”,
totstrike out “said”; and on page 4, after line 13, to strike
out:

That in the event the United States of America shall fail to use
the above-described land for a period of 10 successive years,
Eh;leg the same shall revert back to the city of National City,

And insert:

Sec. 3. The acceptance by the Secretary of the Navy of the
transfer or quitclaim by the city of National City of any of the
lands herein mentioned shall not be construed as a relinguish-
ment by the United States of its claim of title or interest in said
land in any manner arising.

So as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is
hereby, authorized on behalf of the United States to accept from the
city of National City, Calif., without cost to the United States, all
right, title, and interest of the sald city in and to the following-
described area of tide and submerged lands:

All lands situated on the National City side of the San Diego Bay,
lying between the line of the mean high tide line and the pierhead
line in said bay, as the same has been or may hereafter be estab-
lished by the Federal Government, and between the prolongation
into the Bay of San Diego, to the pierhead line of the boundary line
between the city of National City and the city of San Diego and a
prolongation into the Bay of San Diego to the pierhead line of the
southerly line of the street commonly known as Seventh Street,
containing approximately ninety-six and forty-two one-hundredths
acres of tidelands, and more particularly described as all or any
portion or portions of those tidelands, situated in the city of Na-
tional City, S8an Diego County, State of California, commencing at
a concrete monument on the northerly line of National City, desig-
nated as U. 8. C. & G. 8, point numbered 49; thence south seventy-
one degrees forty-three minutes fifteen seconds west along said
northerly line a distance of seventy-two and one-tenth feet to a
concrete monument on the mean high-tide line of San Diego Bay,
the true point of beginning; thence south forty-eight degrees six-
teen minutes east two hundred and sixty-seven and fifty-eight one-
hundredths feet; thence south seventy-three degrees fifty-four
minutes east one hundred and seventy-nine and four-tenths feet;
thence south forty-nine degrees fifty-three minutes thirty-four sec-
onds east two hundred and sixty-one and ninety-five one-hun-
dredths feet; themce south sixty-four degrees five minutes forty-
four seconds east four hundred and four and ninety-five one-
hundredths feet; thence south forty-nine degrees two minutes four-
teen seconds east one hundred and forty-nine and sixty-four one-
hundredths feet; thence south sixty-two degrees forty-one minutes
fifty-three seconds east two hundred and fifty-one and eighty-one
one-hundredths feet; thence south thirty-six degrees thirty-nine
minutes eight seconds east two hundred and six and twenty-nine
one-hundreds feet; thence south thirty-seven degrees forty-eight
minutes forty-one seconds east one thousand and ninety-five and
six-tenths feet; thence south sixty-three degrees three minutes
fifty-nine seconds west two thousand and ninety-four and two-
tenths feet to the bulkhead line of San Diego Bay; thence north
twenty-six degrees fifty-six minutes one second west along said
bulkhead line two thousand seven hundred and twenty-two and
two-tenths feet to an intersection with the westerly prolongation of
the northerly line of National City; thence north seventy-one de-
grees forty-three minutes fifteen seconds east along said northerly
line one thousand and eighty-six and sixty-seven one-hundredths
feet to the point of beginning, excepting and reserving therefrom a
rogdway approximately one hundred feet in width along the easterly
side. .

8ec. 2. The Secretary is authorized to accept title to the above-
described tract from the city of National City, Calif., upon the fol-
lowing conditions recited in the city of National City, Calif., Reso=-
lution No. 2024:

That the conveyance shall be subject to any and all existing
leases on the aforesaid property or tidelands.



1596

That the city of National Clty may reserve perpetual easements
for laying and maintaining sewers and drains across any and all of
the above-described land wherever necessary and convenient.

That the above-described tract shall be used for military pur-

of the United States and particularly for the purpose of
establishing and maintaining thereon piers, landings, buildings,
and structures to be used by the United States Navy.

BSec. 3. The acceptance by the Secretary of the Navy of the
transfer or quitclaim by the city of National City of any of the
lands herein mentioned shall not be construed as a relinquishment
by the United States of its claim of title or interest in said land
in any manner arising.

Sec. 4. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

The amendments were agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

H. D. BATEMAN AND OTHERS

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (8. 1373) for the
relief of H. D. Bateman, P. L. Woodard, and J. M. Creech,
which had been reported from the Committee on Claims with
amendments, on page 1, line 5, after the name “Bateman”, to
strike out “P. L. Woodard” and insert “Henry G. Conner,
Junior, executor of the last will and testament of P. L. Wood-
ard”; and in line 8, after the words “sum of”, to strike out
“81,572” and insert “$1,048”, so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to H. D. Bateman, Henry G.
Conner, Jr., executor of the last will and testament of P. L. Woodard,
and J. M, Creech, residents of Wilson County, N. C., the sum of
$1,048, in full settlement of their claims against the United States
for damages resulting from the destruction of timber by the Civil
Works Administration in the year 1934 on a drainage ditch and canal
project, which project was later abandoned by the Civil Works
Administration: Provided, That no part of the amount appropriated
in this act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered
to or received by any agent or attorney on account of services ren-
dered in connection with this claim, and the same shall be unlawful,
any contract to the contrary notwithstanding. Any person violating
the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceeding
$1,000.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief
of H. D. Bateman, Henry G. Conner, Jr., executor of the
last will and testament of P. L. Woodard, and J, M. Creech.”

LLOYD S. HARRIS

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2595) for the
relief of Lloyd S. Harris, which had been reported from the
Committee on Claims with an amendment, on page 1, line 6,
after the words “sum of”, to strike out “$1,375.58"” and insert
“$700", so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is author-
ized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Lloyd S. Harris, of Shiprock, N. Mex,, the
sum of $700, in full satisfaction of all claims against the United
Btates because of property losses sustained by said Lloyd S. Harris
as a result of a fire which occurred in the Cove demonstration area
of the Soil Conservation Service on December 10, 1938: Provided,
That no part of the amount appropriated in this act in excess of
10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or received by any
agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, on account of services ren-
dered in connection with such claim. It shall be unlawful for any
agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, to exact, collect, withhold, or
receive any sum of the amount appropriated in this act in excess
of 10 percent thereof on account of services rendered in connection
with such claim, any contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof shall be fined
in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

ROXIE RICHARDSON

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (8. 2268) for
the relief of Roxie Richardson, which had been reported
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, on
page 1, line 6, after the words “sum of” to strike out
#$2,500” and insert “$1,250", so as to make the bill read:
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Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Roxie Richardson,
of Hartford, Vt., the sum of $1,250, in full settlement of her
clalms against the United States for personal injuries, medical
and hospital expenses, and damages sustained by her when the
automobile in which she was a passenger was struck by a car
owned by the United States and used in connection with the
Civilian Conservation camp at Bellows Falls, Vt. said accident
having occurred March 31, 1938, at East Bethel, Windsor County,
Vt..: Provided, That no part of the amount appropriated in this
act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered to
or received by any agent or attorney on account of services ren-
dered in connection with this claim, and the same shall be un=-
lawful, any contract to the contrary notwithstanding. Any per-
son violating the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of
a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in any
sum not exceeding $1,000.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

M. L. PARISH

The bill (H. R. 4198) for the relief of M. L. Parish was
considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

GLEN E. ROBINSON

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2884) for
the relief of Glen E. Robinson, doing business as the Rob-
inson Marine Construction Co., which had been reported from
the Committee on Claims with an amendment, on page 1,
line 7, after the words “sum of”, to strike out “$900 with inter-
est at 4 percent per annum from November 30, 1931, to com-
plete the payment to the said Glen E. Robinson of a bill” and
insert “$900, in full settlement of all claims against the United
States growing out of a contract”, so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Glen E. Robinson,
doing business as Robinson Marine Construction Co., of 8t. Joseph,
Mich., the sum of $900, in full settlement of all claims against the
United States growing out of a contract for the construction of two
gasoline motorboats furnished to the United States district engineer,
Cairo, Il1,, in accordance with a proposal dated August 31, 1931, and
accepted under date of S8eptember 10, 1831 (3328-motorboat-Memphis
D. O.-11), which sum represents a penalty of $10 per day per boat,
for 45 days of alleged delay in delivery of sald motorboats, after com-
pletion, said delays being due to causes unforeseeable and beyond the
control and without the fault or negligence of the said Glen E,
Robinson as contractor: Provided, That no part of the amount
appropriated in this act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall
be paid or delivered to or received by any agent or attorney on
account of services rendered in connection with these claims, and
the same shall be unlawful, any contract to the contrary notwith-
standing. Any person violating the provisions of this act shall
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

NADINE SANDERS

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3044) for
the relief of Nadine Sanders, which had been reported from
the Committee on Claims with an amendment, on page 1,
line 6, after the words “sum of” to strike out “$1,500” and
insert “$500"”, so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Nadine Sanders,
Santa Fe, N. Mex, the sum of §500. The payment of such
sum shall be in full settlement of all claims against the United
States for damages sustained by the said Nadine Sanders on
account of personal injuries received on February 13, 1937, when
the automobile in which she was riding was struck in Santa Fe,
N. Mex.,, by a Soil Conservation Service truck: Provided, That no
part of the amount appropriated in this act in excess of 10 percent
thereof shall be pald or delivered to or received by any agent or
attorney on account of services rendered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any contract to the contrary
notwithstanding. Any person viclating the provisions of this act
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.
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WARREN ZIMMERMAN

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4126)
for the relief of Warren Zimmerman, which had been re-
ported from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, on
page 1, line 6, after the words “sum of”, to strike out “$887.09”
and insert “$304.08”, so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money
in ihe Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Warren Zimmer-
man, of Lawrence, Kans, the sum of $304.08, in full settlement
of all claims against the United States for losses sustained because
of the failure of the postmaster and postal employees at Lawrence,
Eans,, to handle mall deposited in that post office in accordance
with the understanding and agreement made with this patron:
Provided, That no part of the amount appropriated in act
in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or
received by any agent or attorney on account of services rendered
in connection with this claim, and the same shall be unlawful,
any contract to the contrary notwithstanding. Any person violat-
ing the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misde-
meanor and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum not
exceeding $1,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

KATHERYN S. ANDERSON

The bill (H. R. 6084) for the relief of Katheryn S. Ander-
son was considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

JERSEY CENTRAL POWER & LIGHT CO.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2552) for the
relief of the Jersey Central Power & Light Co., which had
been reported from the Committee on Claims with amend-
ments.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments of the
committee will be stated.

The Cuier CLERK. On page 1, after the enacting clause,
it is proposed to strike out and insert certain words.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I observe that an adverse
opinion has been rendered on this bill. Let it go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

JOHN L. HINES

The bill (S. 3038) to provide for the advancement of John
L. Hines on the retired list of the Army was annourced as
next in order.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. May we have an explanation of
the bill?

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, the War Department rec-
ommends the passage of this bill. Its purpose is to provide
for the advancement of Maj. Gen. John L. Hines, United
States Army, retired, former Chief of Staff of the Army, to
the grade of general on the retired list of the Army without
the benefit of increased retired pay and allowances. General
Hines is the only former Chief of Staff on the retired list who
does not hold this rank. It is provided by a law enacted after
he had served as Chief of the General Staff.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, one minute. I think we
ought to have a better explanation than that. Is this just
the entering wedge for giving to retired generals of the
Army, later on, greater compensation than the regular com-
pensation?

Mr. SHEPPARD. No retired pay is provided for.

Mr, McEELLAR. I understand that; but if we enact the
measure——

Mr. SHEPPARD. The hill provides that he shall not have
the benefit of increased retired pay and allowances.

Mr. McKELLAR. Let the bill go over for the present.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

PAYMENT OF MILEAGE TO EMPLOYEES OF BUREAU OF RECLAMATION

The bill (H. R. 3391) providing payment to employees of
the Bureau of Reclamation for mileage traveled in privately
owned automobiles was announced as next in order.

Mr. McKELLAR., May we have an explanation?

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, a bill similar to this has
passed the Senate at least two, and perhaps three, times.
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It also passed the House of Representatives two or three
times, but never happened to pass both bedies during the same
session.

Mr. McKELLAR. Very well.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider
the bill, which was ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

PREVENTION OF DISSEMINATION OF PULLORUM AND OTHER DISEASES

The bill (S. 3227) to enable the Secretary of Agriculture in
cooperation with official State agencies, to prevent the dis-
semination of pullorum and other. diseases of poultry and to
improve pouliry, poultry products, and hatcheries, and for
other purposes, was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a
third reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That, for the purposes of this act—

{a) The term “Territory" means any Territory or possession of
the United States, including the District of Columbia and excluding
the Canal Zone.

(b) The term “commerce” means commerce between the United
Btates and any foreign country; or between any State or Territory
and any place outside thereof; or between points within the same
State but through any place outside thereof; or within any Terri-
tory; or by means of the United States mails, between any two
points within the United States, including its possessions.

(c) The term “Secretary” means the Secretary of Agriculture of
the United States.

(d) The term *“person" includes individual, partnership, corpo-
ration, and association, ¥

{e) The term “cfficial State agency” means an agency set up in
any State or Territory, by law, such as a department of agriculture,
college of agriculture, or livestock sanitary board, or any organiza-
tion, the governing board of which includes one or more repre-
sentatives of an agency set up by law, which such agency or organ-
ization ghall have been re by the Secretary as suitable for
the purpose of participating in the administration of the national
poultry improvement plan, but not more than one official State
agency shall be recognized in any State or Territory.

Sec, 2. The Secretary is authorized and directed to adopt and,
from time to time, as conditions may warrant or require, to alter
such a plan as will, in his opinion, improve poultry, poultry prod-
ucts, flocks, and hatcheries within the United States, and prevent
the dissemination of pullorum and other diseases of poultry from
one State or Territory to any other State or Territory, or from the
United States into any foreign country. In the formulation and
execution of such a plan, which shall be known as the national
poultry improvement plan, the Secretary may cooperate with the
appropriate official State agencles and with poultry leaders, poultry
breeders, and members of the hreeder and commercial hatchery
industry in such States and Territories. The Secretary is author-
ized to devise and adopt an emblem which may be used by persons
participating in and complying with the provisions of said plan.

Bec. 3. Each such official State agency may issue regulations for
its administration of the said plan, but the said regulations shall
not become effective until they have been found by the Secretary
to be satisfactory for the purposes of the national poultry improve-
ment plan and have been approved by him.

Sec.4. When the said regulations have been approved as provided
in section 3 hereof, and, thereafter, it is certified to the Secretary
by an official State agency that any named person, engaged in the
poultry business in the State or Territory of the certifying official
State agency, is participating in and complying with the provisions
of the national poultry improvement plan, the Secretary may per-
mit such person to use the sald national poultry improvement
plan emblem and also the prefix “U. 8.”, in connection with terms
provided in the said national poultry improvement plan, in describ-
ing, advertising, or selling, hatching eggs, chicks, poultry, or
poultry-breeding stock, but, if the Secretary shall become satisfied
that any such person shall have ceased such particlipation or com-
pliance, he shall, in his discretion, suspend or revoke such per-
mission.

Bec. 5. The following acts are declared to be Injurious to com-
merce in hatching eggs, chicks, poults, and pouliry breeding stock
and are hereby prohibited and made unlawful:

(a) The use of the said national poultry improvement plan em-
blem or the prefix “U. B.” in describing, advertising, or selling, In
commerce, any hatching eggs, chicks, poults, or poultry-breeding
stock, without the unsuspended and unrevoked permission of the
Secretary so to do; or the use of any word or combination of words,
letter or combination of letters, or of any emblem, design, or device,
or of any false, misleading, or deceitful means or practice in describ-
ing, advertising, or selling, in commerce, any hatching eggs, chicks,
poults, or poultry-breeding stock for the purpose of indicating that
the user is participating in or complying with the provisions of
the said national poultry Improvement plan when he is not.

(b) The use of the said national poultry improvement plan em-
blem or the prefix “U. 8. in describing, advertising, or selling any
hatching eggs, chicks, poults, or poultry-breeding stock, without
the unsuspended and unrevoked permission of the Secretary so to
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do; or the use of any word or combination of words, letter or com-
bination of letters, or of any emblem, design, or device, or of any
false, misleading, or deceitful means or practice, in describing,
advertising, or selling any hatching eggs, chicks, poults, or poultry-
breeding stock for the purpose of indicating that the user is par-
ticipating in or complying with the provisions of the sald national
poultry improvement plan when he is not.

Sec. 6. Any person who shall violate any of the provisions of sec-
tion 5 of this act shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and for the
first offense, shall, upon conviction thereof, be fined not to exceed
$200, and for each subsequent offense and conviction thereof shall
be fined not less than $200 nor more than $500.

Sec. 7. After judgment of the court, notice shall be given by pub-
lication in such manner as may be prescribed by such regulations
as the Secretary may deem proper.

SEec. 8. This act shall become effective upon the date of its pas-
sage: Provided, however, That those persons who, at that time, are
participating in and complying with the provisions of any plan
for the improvement of poultry, poultry products, flocks, and
hatcheries within the United States, approved by the Secretary,
may be allowed to use the terms provided in such plan until 6
months from the date of passage of this act, after which time
they also shall be subject to the provisions of this act.

Sec. 9. Funds appropriated for carrying into effect the provisions
of this act shall be available for allotment by the Secretary to the
bureaus and offices of the Department of Agriculture and for trans-
fer to other departments and agencies of the Government which
the Secretary may call upon to assist or cooperate in carrying out
such purposes or for services rendered or to be rendered in con-
nection therewith.

Sec. 10. If any provision of this act or the application thereof to
any person or circumstances is held invalid, the validity of the re-
mainder of the act and of the application of such provision to other
persons and circumstances shall not be affected thereby.

CONTROL OF SOIL EROSION, ARKANSAS

The hill (H. R. 112) to facilitate control of soil erosion
and flood damage on lands within the Ozark and Ouachita
National Forests in Arkansas was considered, ordered to a
third reading, read the third time, and passed.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R, 169) to facilitate the control of soil erosion
and/or flood damage originating upon lands within the exte-
rior boundaries of the Cleveland National Forest in San Diego
County, Calif., was announced as next in order.

Mr. McKELLAR. I should like to have an explanation of
this bill. If there is no explanation to be offered, I ask that
it go over. i

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (H. R. 2009) to facilitate the control of soil
erosion and/or flood damage originating upon lands within
the exterior boundaries of the Angeles National Forest was
announced as next in order,

Mr. KING. Over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (H. R. 2417) to facilitate the control of soil erosion
and/or flood damage originating upon lands within the exte-
rior boundaries of the Sequoia National Forest, Calif., was
announced as next in order.

Mr. McKELLAR. This bill should go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 3226) to facilitate and simplify national-forest
administration was announced as next in order.

Mr. ADAMS. Let that bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (S. 3136) to authorize an appropriation for the
construction of small reservoirs under the Federal reclama-
tion laws was announced as next in order.

Mr. McEELLAR. Let us have an explanation of this bill.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, there is a matter in con-
nection with the bill about which I should like to confer with
the Senator from Wyoming, and I ask that the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 3195) for the relief of certain disbursing offi-
cers of the Army of the United States and for the settlement

of individual claims approved by the War Department was
announced as next in order.

Mr. McKELLAR. May we have an explanation of the
bill? If not, let it go over.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.
RELIEF OF JOSE ANTONIO SOSSA D AND OTHERS
The bill (S, 3196) to amend the act approved May 24,
1938, entitled “An act for the relief of the Comision Mixta
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Demarcadora de Limites Entre Colombia y Panama” and for
the relief of Jose Antonio Sossa D was considered, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed, as follows: !

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act for the relief
of the Comision Mixta Demarcadora de Limites Entre Colombia y
Panama,” approved May 24, 1938 (52 Stat. 1317, ch. 271), be, and
the same is hereby, amended to read as follows:

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author-
ized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to the Government of Colombia the sum
of $1981.30, and to the Government of Panama the sum of
$550.25, amounting in all to $2,531.55, in full settlement of all
claims against the United States by the Government of Colombia,
by the Government of Panama, and by the Comision Mixta
Demarcadora de Limites Entre Colombia y Panama, an agency now
dissolved, heretofore created by and functioning under and on
behalf of such governments, for damages to cargo sustained and
expenses incurred by said commission as a result of a collision on
December 7, 1936, in the Bay of Panama between the motor launch
Don Bosco, chartered by the commission, and Panama Railroad
barge No. 205, operated by the Signal Corps, United States Army.”

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, to Jose Antonio Sossa D, owner of
the motor launch Don Bosco, the sum of $1,398.46, such payment
to be made as an act of grace and not to be construed as a
precedent, in full and final settlement of all claims against the
United States for damages, including the cost of repairs to the
hull, machinery, and other equipment of the said motor launch
Don Bosco, and for other damages sustained by the said owner
tf'sutl:i;ng from and due to the same collision described in section 1
of t act.

CHRISTINE LUND

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 815) for the
relief of Christine Lund, which had been reported from the
Committee on Claims with an amendment, on page 1, line 7,
to strike out “$4,000” and insert “$2,646,” so as to make the
bill read:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury is au-
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Tr
not otherwise appropriated, to Christine Lund, of Lane County,
Oreg., care of Slattery & BSlattery, Eugene, Oreg., the sum of
$2,646, In full satisfaction of her claim against the United States
for personal injuries sustained by her when struck on December
16, 1937, at 11}, miles north of Florence, Oreg.,, by an auto-
mobile of the United States operated by H. T. Schinaman, an
employee of the Lighthouse Service, then engaged in the per-
formance of his duties as such employee.

Bec. 2. The payment authorized to be made by this act shall
not be made until the sald Christine Lund has released, in a
manner satisfactory to the Secretary of the Treasury, any judg-
ment or other claim arising out of such accident which she may
have against the sald H. T. Schinaman.

Sec. 3. No part of the amount appropriated in this act in excess
of 10 percent thereof shall be pald or delivered to or received
by any agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, on account of serv-
ices rendered in connection with such claim. It shall be unlawful
for any agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, to exact, collect,
withhold, or receive any sum of the amount appropriated in this
act in excess of 10 percent thereof on account of services rendered
in connection with such claim, any contract to the contrary not-
withstanding. Any person violating the provisions of this act
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

ESTATE OF THELMA JONES

The bill (H. R. 2860) for the relief of Ben Willie Jones as
legal representative of Thelma Jones, a deceased minor, was
considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

ANDREW OLSON

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3061) for the
relief of Andrew Olson, which had been reported from the
Committee on Claims with an amendment, to add a proviso
at the end of the bill, so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is author-
ized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Andrew Olson, of Port Townsend,
Wash., the sum of $26, in full satisfaction of his claim against the
United States for compensation for services rendered while em-
ployed as a laborer at the Marrowstone Point Light Station, Wash.,
from September 7 to BSeptember 15, 1939, such compensation
having been withheld from him for the reason that he was not a
citizen of the United States during such period: Provided, That no
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part of the amount appropriated in this act in excess of 10 percent
therecf shall be paid or delivered to or received by any agent or
attorney on account of services rendered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any contract to the contrary
notwithstanding. Any person viclating the provisions of this act
thall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The amendment was agreed fo.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

EDMUND S. DENNIS

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1531) for the
relief of Edmund S. Dennis, which had been reported from
the Committee on Claims with amendments, on page 1, line
6, to strike out “$205.48” and insert “$176.80”, and to add a
proviso at the end of the bill, so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Becretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Edmund 8. Dennis, of
Richmond, Va., the sum of $176.80, in full satisfaction of his claim
against the United Btates Government for expenses incurred by
reason of accldent with a Civilian Conservation Corps car on March
26, 1936: Provided, That no part of the amount appropriated in this
act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or
received by any agent or attorney on account of services rendered
in connection with this claim, and the same shall be unlawful,
any contract to the contrary notwithstanding. Any person vio-
lating the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a
misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in any
sum not exceeding $1,000.

The amendments were agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

BESSIE SHARRAH

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2088) for
the relief of Bessie Sharrah, which had been reported from
the Committee on Claims with amendments, on page 1, line
5, to strike out “$10,000” and insert “$3,000,” and insert a
proviso at the end of the bill, so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $3,000 to
Bessie Sharrah, of Tucson, Ariz., in full settlement of her claim
against the United States arising out of a collision between a
United States Army truck and a vehicle driven by her husband,
George F. Sharrah, and resulting In his death, on or about Decem-
ber 19, 1938: Provided, That no part of the amount appropriated
in this act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered
to or received by any agent or attorney on account of services
rendered in connection with this claim, and the same shall be
unlawful, any contract to the contrary notwithstanding. Any per-
son violating the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a
misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in any
sum not exceeding $1,000.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

ZOOK PALM NURSERIES, INC.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 808) to
confer jurisdiction upon the District Court of the United
States for the Southern District of Florida, to hear, deter-
mine, and render judgment upon the claim of Zook Palm
Nurseries, Inc., a Florida corporation, which had been re-
ported from the Committee on Claims with amendments.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, let us have an explana-
tion of the bill.

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, this bill proposes to confer
on the District Court of the United States for the Southern
District of Florida the authority to.try the question whether
or not the claimants, the Zook Palm Nurseries, Inc., are
entifled to damages against the United States.

The claim arose out of the construction of the Inland Wa-
terway in central Florida, near Palm Beach, and the case is
one in which the facts are rather seriously controverted. The
amount of the claim is rather large. The Government con-
cedes that damages amounting to some $85.000 probably
resulted. Whether or not the Government should be held
liable is a close question.

There were two serious questions in controversy, which
caused me to suggest important amendments to the bill
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The original bill conferred absolute jurisdiction upon the
court to determine the question involved. I recommended -
an amendment, and the committee approved my recom-
mendation, I being chairman of the subcommittee in charge
of the bill, to provide that the district judge, not the court,
but the district judge, without jury, should first determine
whether or not there had been executed by the claimant a
release, and, secondly, to determine before the trial whether
or not there had been an agreement on the part of the
Government to build a dike.

The bill now provides that if either of those questions is
answered adversely to the claimant, proceedings shall then
stop, but if the judge finds that there was no release and that
there was an agreement on the part of the Government to
build the dike contemplated by the parties when they made a
certain settlement, the court shall then proceed and try
the case with a jury.

I think there has been worked out a very fair arrangement
from the standpoint both of the Government and the com-
plainants in the case. I think the bill is one which should
pass. There is no doubt that substantial damages were suf-
fered, but whether or not the Government should be held
responsible is a question.

Mr. McEKELLAR. Did not the Department report against
the enactment of the bill?

Mr. BROWN. The Department’s report is not entirely
favorable or unfavorable. What impressed me was that the
Department conceded that the parties had been damaged to
the amount of $85,000. The claim for damages is somewhat
larger than that; I think it is almost twice that amount,
but the facts are in such controversy that I felt that there
should be a determination of the facts. I was of the opin-
ion, however, there should be first a determination by the
court as to whether there had been a legal or valid release
by the Zook Nursery to the Government.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, it seems to me that the ques-
tion whether or not there had been a valid release is one
which the committee could determine, and certainly the
able Senator from Michigan could determine it as well as
any judge who sits in Florida. I do not wish to disparage
the judicial authorities in Florida, but I would be satisfied
with a determination of the question by the Senator from
Michigan, and as he investigated the case, may I ask him if
he cares to express an opinion as to whether there was a
release?

Mr. BROWN. I may say that if one depended upon the
writings alone, he would be unable to come to a sound
determination. I would not be satisfied from the writings
alone to make a determination of that question. My incli-
nation would be to hold with the Government, but the facts
as testified to by the president of the corporation were such
that if his statement was true there was not a valid release.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, the Senator says it should
be left to the judge to pass on the facts.

Mr. BROWN. No——

Mr. McEKELLAR. Does the Senator think that such a
bill as this would be constitutional, taking into consideration
the provision of our Constitution which distinctly provides
that “where the value in controversy shall exceed $20 the
right of trial by jury shall be preserved”?

Mr. BROWN. I think that the Congress can do anything
it desires about a grant of authority to a court to make
determination. I thought the determination of the facts
was one which the court should make, under all the cir-
cumstances. I believe that a jury would readily determine
against the Government on the facts which are presented,
and I thought that the determination should be confined
to a judge, and since we have the power to say that juris-
diction shall be conferred, I think we have the power to limit
jurisdiction, and the bill so limits it. It is a mixed question
of law and fact. I felt that upon that proposition we ought
to leave the determination to the court alone. I think there
is no doubt that we have the power to hedge about our con-
sent in the manner in which it has been done in the bill now
before the Senate.
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Mr. McKELLAR. I am not sure that I understand the sit-
uation, but if I do, I do not see how the Congress can overrule
the Constitution and turn over to a judge the right to pass on
the facts of any lawsuit. There is 4 constitutional right to
have a jury trial.

Mr. BROWN. We can refuse to grant jurisdiction alto-
gether if we so desire. I believe that under such circumstances
we can place in the court jurisdiction of the whole matter.

Mr. McKELLAR. I suggest to the Senator that he let the
bill go over to another call, so that I can look into it.

Mr. BROWN. I am glad to consent to that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being heard, the
bill will be passed over.

MR. AND MRS. JOHN W. FINLEY

The bill (S. 2667) for the relief of Mr. and Mrs. John W.
Finley was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Mr. and Mrs. John W. Finley,
of Roswell, N. Mex., the sum of $2,500. The payment of such sum
shall be in full settlement of all claims against the United States for
the death of a minor son, Calvin Finley, who was killed in an accl-
dent involving a Civilian Conservation Corps truck on April 24, 1934,
east of Roswell, N. Mex.: Provided, That no part of the amount
appropriated in this act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid
or delivered to or received by any agent or attorney on account of
services rendered in connection with this claim, and the same shall
be unlawful, any contract to the contrary notwithstanding. Any
person violating the provisions of this act shall be deemed guillty of
a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in any
sum not exceeding $1,000.

JOINT RESOLUTION PASSED OVER

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 133) to confer jurisdiction
on the Court of Claims or the District Court of the United
States for the Northern District of Georgia to hear, deter-
mine, and render judgment upon the claim of Mrs. J. W.
Marks of Stephens County, Ga., was announced as next in
order.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, may we have an ex-
planation. If not, let the joint resolution go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be
passed over.

KATHERINE SCOTT AND OTHERS

The Senate prcceeded to consider the bill (S. 2132) for
the relief of Katherine Scott, Mrs. J. H. Scott, Jettie Stewart,
and Ruth Mincemeyer, which had been reported from the
Committee on Claims with amendments, on page 1, line 6, to
strike out “$15,000” and insert “$2,000”; on line 7, to strike
out “$2,500” and insert “$1,300"; in line 8, to strike out “$250”
and insert “$100”; on line 9, after the names “Missouri”, to
strike cut “$300” and insert “$100"”; on line 9, after the words
“in all” and the comma, to strike out “$18,050” and insert
“$3,500”, so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Eatherine Scott,
Ellington, Mo., the sum of $2,000; to Mrs. J. H. Scott, Ellington,
Mo., $1,300; to Jettie Stewary, Ellington, Mo., $100; and to Ruth
Mincemeyer, Clayton, Mo., $100; in all, $3,500, in full settlement
of their respective clalms against the United States for personal
injuries sustained when the vehicle in which they were riding
was struck by a truck of United States Civilian Conservation
Corps Camp S5-70, Forest Service, Department of Agriculture, on
Missouri State Highway No. 106, at the point where it intersects
with the park road leading to Camp S-70, June 12, 1936: Provided,
That no part of the amount appropriated in this act in excess of
10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or received by
any agent or attorney on account of services rendered in con-
nection with this claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any con-
tract to the contrary nmotwithstanding. Any person viclating the
provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum not ex-
ceeding $1,000.

The amendments were agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.
ISADORE J. FRIEDMAN

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2199) for
the relief of Isadore J. Friedman, which had been reported
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from the Committee on Claims with amendments, on page
1, line 6, to strike out “$10,293.86, in compensation”, and to
insert ““$1,693.86, in full settlement of all claims against the
United States,” and to add a proviso at the end of the bill,
s0 as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby
authorized and directed to pay to Isadore J. Friedman, of Belmar,
N. J., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
the sum of $1,693.86, in full settlement of all claims against the
United States for property damage and personal injuries suffered by
him when a truck owned by the United States Naval Air Station,
Lakehurst, N. J., collided with his vehicle on February 5, 1938, on
Main Street, Lakehurst, N. J.: Provided, That no part of the amount
appropriated in this act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid
or delivered to or recelved by any agent or attorney on account of
services rendered in connection with this claim, and the same shall
be unlawful, any contract to the contrary notwithstanding. Any
person violating the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty
of a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in any
sum not exceeding $1,000.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

MAJ. HERBERT A. JACOB

The bill (H. R. 1456) for the relief of Maj. Herbert A.
Jacob was considered, ordered to a third reading, read the
third time, and passed.

CONSTRUCTION OF SMALL RESERVOIRS UNDER THE FEDERAL
RECLAMATION LAWS

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that we may revert to Calendar No. 1244, Senate bill
3136, to authorize an appropriation for the construction
of small reservoirs under the Federal reclamation laws.
I was absent from the floor, in attendance upon the hear-
ing of the Temporary Natiocnal Economic Committee, when
this bill was called, and I have since learned that an objec-
tion was made to consideration of the bill by the Senator
from Arizona [Mr. HavpENn], who asked that it be permitted
to go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the
request of the Senator from Wyoming?

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, what is the nature of the
request?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming
[Mr, O'ManoNeY] requests that the Senate revert to Cal-
endar No. 1244, and consider Senate bill 3136, to authorize
an appropriation for the construction of small reservoirs
under the Federal reclamation laws.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I shall have no objection
to any statement or explanation that the Senator from
Wyoming wishes to make.

Mr. TAFT. I object on the ground that I do not believe
a bill involving so large an authorization should be passed
without time being allowed for debate.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I hope the Senator from Ohio will
withhold his objection at least until the author of the bill
may make an explanation.

Mr. TAFT. Surely.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, I understood the Sena-
tor from Arizona was going to ask a question.

Mr. HAYDEN. I say I have no objection to hearing an
explanation from thé Senator from Wyoming. After we
have heard the explanation we can determine what to do.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, I merely desire to call
attention to the fact that this bill authorizes appropriations
up to $5,000,000 for the construction of small reservoirs, each
reservoir to cost not more than $50,000 under the provisions
of the reclamation law. That means under the provisions
of a law which requires the repayment into the Federal
Treasury by those who are benefited by the expenditures
of the funds which will be expended. In other words, if a
small reservoir is constructed, then the owners of the land
which will be benefited by the storage of water in that reser-
voir will be required to repay the expenditures into the
Federal Treasury.

The bill authorizes this fund to be taken either from the
General Treasury or from the special fund known as the
reclamation fund.
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It appears to me that the Senator from Arizona will be
particularly interested in the facts which I am about to re-
late, because he and I have cooperated in years past in the
effort to build up the reclamation fund.

I will say to the Senator from Ohio that so far as the
reclamation fund itself is concerned, the proposal dces not
in any sense whatsoever constitute a drain upon the tax-
payers of the United States. The reclamation fund is built
up by receipts from the sale of public lands and by receipts
from oil royalties, among other sources. Oil royalties, which
are derived from leases upon the public domain, have in
recent years been the chief source of revenue for the recla-
mation fund. Those leases have been issued by the Depart-
ment of the Interior under a royalty system which, in some
cases, is upon a sliding scale and which returns to the Fed-
eral Treasury a fund which is subsequently divided between
the Federal Government and the States.

The Senator from Arizona well remembers that when the
General Leasing Act was passed, my predecessor, the late
Senator Kendrick, was largely responsible for securing the
amendment of that act in this particular, so that the States
would obtain this revenue in lieu of the loss of revenue from
taxation. Of the royalty fund, 10 percent goes to the Fed-
eral Treasury for general expenses, and 37! percent goes
to the States. The latter fund in turn is divided by State
law between the counties and the schools. It is expended
for the building of roads and highways. It is expended for
the payment of salaries of school teachers and for the
maintenance of schools, and in the State of Wyoming it is
also expended for the support of the State university.

In addition to the 10 percent which goes to the Federal
Government, and the 37Y% percent which goes to the States,
there is another proportion, namely, 5214 percent, which goes
into the reclamation fund.

LANCE CREEK OIL ROYALTIES

The Senator from Arizona will be interested in the fact that
beginning last October the Department of the Interior has
initiated adverse proceedings against some 100 or more placer
mining claims in the Lance Creek oil field in Wyoming. In
this field, according to the allegations by the Department of
the Interior, there are approximately 1,200 or 1,500 acres of
land now being claimed by certain oil companies—the Ohio
0Oil Co. for one and the Continental Oil Co. for another—
under placer locations, which claims the Department of the
Interior alleges are invalid. According to the contest pro-
ceedings which have been begun, these placer locations, which
originated more than 20 years ago, were abandoned and all
rights under them had terminated, but later they were at-
tempted to be revived when the value of the land became
apparent.

On the 1,200 acres of which I spoke I am advised that
something like 15 separate wells have been drilled, each well
producing daily, or capable of producing daily, 1,000 barrels
of cil. Obviocusly, 15 oil wells, each capable of preducing 1,000
barrels of oil a day, would be a source of tremendous revenue
to the reclamation fund and to the treasury of the State of
Wyoming if the claims of the Department of the Interior
are sustained. If the placer-law locations are maintained,
the Federal Treasury, the reclamation fund, and the State
will receive no royalty. But, on the other hand, if the ad-
verse proceedings of the Department succeed, I think it is
safe to say that this Lance Creek field in Wyoming alone will
produce for the State of Wyoming at least $3,000,000, and
for the reclamation fund, I am told, approximately $5,000,000,
which is the authorization for future appropriations provided
in this bill.

These adverse proceedings of which I spoke were initiated
between October of last year and January of this year, and
I am advised that the Interior Department is very confident
of the strength of the case which it has brought. And if
it should succeed there would be this great accretion to the
reclamation fund and to the Treasury.

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I yield.
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Mr. TAFT. I have no objection to the use of the reclama-
tion fund, but as I read the bill, it authorizes the appropria-
tion of $5,000,000 out of the General Treasury for the con-
struction of 100 small reservoirs at any point that the Secre-
tary wants to place them. That is $50,000 apiece. Does the
Senator think this should be a general appropriation from
the Treasury of the Unifted States?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, the Senator will ob-
serve that that is an amendment which was put in in the
committee, because of the fear of some members that the
reclamation fund would not be large enough to accomplish
this purpose, and because of the knowledge by members of
the committee of the fundamental desirability of the sug-
gested program. It is for this reason that I have been
explaining to the Senator from Arizona that the accretion
to the reclamation fund may be considerable in the very
near future.

The Senator may recall that within the past few months
the courts finally decided that the United States was entitled
to lease a certain very valuable area of c¢il land in the State
of California. It has been a producing section for many
years. And it is estimated that that in itself will result in
the accrual of several million dollars, maybe $6,000,000, to
the Federal reclamation fund. The matter is now under
study in the Department of the Interior as the result of a
query addressed to the Department by the Senator from
Arizona and myself,

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr, President, I want it distinctly under-
stood that the purposes to be accomplished by an appropria-
tion of this kind are highly desirable. There is no question
that particularly in the Great Plains area, in the so-called
Dust Bowl, where thousands and thousands of people have
been driven off the land, these small reclamation projects
are the very things that ought to be undertaken in order to
allow the people to remain, rather than move away and be-
come a burden on other States, as has been so graphically
portrayed in books like The Grapes of Wrath. That proposal
is entirely sound. Heretofore we have made appropriations
of this kind out of the Federal Treasury because there was
not enough money in the reclamation fund to carry on the
work in that way. Of course, if the reclamation fund were
a very large fund and there were great accretions of money
coming into it, the picture would be different.

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. O'ManoNEY] brings out
some new facts. There is a possibility that money will come
in from another source, such as that recently assured us by
the Supreme Court decision in the Elk Hills case in California,
which, as he states, will bring in a very substantial sum of
money. That decision makes the picture a little different;
but personally I should like to obtain the facts and have them
all before us before we act.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. If the Senator desires to study the
matter a little further, I shall not press for consideration at
this time.

Mr. HAYDEN. For that reason I prefer to have the bill
go over until we may know exactly what we are doing.

PERMANENT IMPROVEMENTS INSTEAD OF “GHOST"” CITIES

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr, President, before relinquishing the
floor I desire to add another word. In the past when mineral
resources in Western States and in other States have been
exhausted, nothing has remained to give testimony of the
wealth underground except a few “ghost” cities. Under the
program of using oil royalties for the development of recla-
mation we have the possibility of permanent improvements
upon the surface of the land to take the place of the mineral
resources under the surface which have been taken out and
spent. There are thousands of acres of land in the State of
Wyoming, in the neighborhood of the Lance Creek field,
which would benefit from the program which I suggest.

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr, O'MAHONEY. Certainly.

Mr. TAFT. What bothers me is the appropriation from
the general-revenue fund. If we want to build fiood-control
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dams or anything of the sort in Ohio, we must have a report
from the Army engineers, and then Congress must pass a
bill authorizing the particular projects.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Under the provisions of this bill an
appropriation would have to be made for the particular
projects.

Mr. TAFT. We seem to be authorizing a hundred different
$50,000 dams which have not as yet been reported upon by
the Reclamation Service, the Army engineers, or anybody
else.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I think the Senator is mistaken in that
respect. The present bill is the primary authorization; and
no appropriation could be made until exactly the procedure
the Senator has just outlined had been followed; and specific
recommendation for a specific project would have to be sub-
mitted to the Appropriations Committee, of which the Sen-
ator is a member, before any of the money could be expended.

Mr. TAFT. In connection with flood-control expenditures
we must authorize the expenditure for particular dams; and
it seems to me that is a wise procedure. The question of the
reclamation fund is a question which is entirely outside my
objection. However, when it comes to the General Treasury,
I believe particular projects ought to be authorized by Con-
gress before we proceed to authorize the appropriation.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The projects involved are very small.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. OMAHONEY. I yield.

Mr. HAYDEN. I have great sympathy for what the Sena-
tor from Wyoming is telling us. His predecessor, Senator
Kendrick, was responsible for the enactment of the law which
put a part of the oil royalties into the reclamation fund. As
a result of that action it is my recollection—the Senator can
verify it—that more than $30,000,000 has been paid in the
past into the reclamation fund from oil royalties in Wyoming.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. In the State of Wyoming alone.

Mr. HAYDEN. What is the total amount now?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. It is in excess of that. I do not have
the exact figures with me at the moment.

"Mr. HAYDEN. If there were to be future substantial ac-
cretions to the fund from that source the picture would be
different from what it now is. I should like to look into
the matter a little further.

Mr. O'MAHONEY, As the Senator has said, the State
of Wyoming has poured millions of dollars into the Federal
Treasury in oil royalties. If we should eventually pass this
bill—and, of course, I shall not press it at the moment—it
would mean that a part of that money would come back to
be a permanent endowment to the State. I shall call the
bill up at a later time.

Mr, President, I ask unanimous consent that a statement
which I prepared last Saturday with respect to royalties in
the Lance Creek field may be printed in the REcorp as a part
of my remarks in connection with Senate bill 3136.

There being no objection, the statement was ordered to be
printed in the REcorp, as follows:

OIL ROYALTIES IN LANCE CREEK

A huge fund in oil royalties for Wyoming schools and roads and
& similar fund for reclamation, the total estimated at not less than
$10,000,000, will be avallable under the provisions of the O’'Mahoney-
Greever Act if a Government contest against claims of the Ohio
and Continental oll companies in Lance Creek is successful.

For more than a year the Department of the Interior, under Sec-
retary Ickes, has bheen investigating the charge that these two com-
panies are holding more than 1,200 acres of the most valuable
Lance Creek oil lands under invalid placer locations.

According to the reports which I have received, 15 wells, all of
them producers of at least a thousand barrels each, have been
drilled by these two companies on this area. If the information
which has been given to me is correct and the Government suc-
ceeds in the contest it has initiated, this tract will probably rival
the Salt Creek section 36 as a producer of revenue for the schools
and counties of Wyoming and the State university. The Ohio and
Continental oil companies are seeking to hold the lands under placer
locations which require no royalty to be paid to the Government.
If the Government prevails, the oil companies would have to sur-
render possession and the lands would be »ffered for sale at com-
petitive bidding to the highest bidder. A huge bonus would in all
Blrobahﬂity have to be paid as well as annual royalties mounting

to hundreds of thousands of dollars.
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The Leasing Act provides that the royalties paid to the Gov-
ernment shall be divided between the State and the Federal
Government. The State’s share is 37l percent of the total; 10
percent goes to the Federal Treasury, and the remaining 5214 per-
cent goes to the reclamation fund. By State law, the royalty
which goes to the State is divided among the common schools,
among the counties for the building of roads, and to the State
university for its support. Every citizen of the State thus partici-
pates in the benefits derived from the development of oil on the
public domain.

One of the greatest difficulties we are now encountering with
respect to the continued development of reclamation and the
construction of small reservoirs in the West is to be found in the
depletion of the reclamation fund. If this contest is successful,
I am told that several million dollars would accrue to the recla-
mation fund. This would provide funds from which it would
be possible to secure appropriations for the construction of small
reservoirs under my reservoir bill, which was approved this week
by the Senate Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation.

The area involved is outside of the original Lance Creek field.
Placer locations were made almost 25 years ago but were then
abandoned, according to the Government. It is charged that
no effort was made to revive these locations until the recent
activity in the Lance Creek field. It will be the contention of the
Government that no work was done upon the lands by the Ohilo
and Continental companies or by any of the original locators
until long after all rights had expired and the provisions of the
Leasing Act had gone into effect.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.
BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 3784) for the relief of the estate of J. D.
Warlick was announced as next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

C. Z. BUSH AND W. D. KENNEDY

The Senate proceeded to consider the hill (H. R. 3481),
for the relief of C. Z. Bush and W. D. Kennedy, which had
been reported from the Committee on Claims with an
amendment, on page 1, line 6, after the words “sum of” to
strike out “$2,500”, and insert “$1,204.50”, so as to make
the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to C. Z. Bush, of
Dawson, Ga. the sum of $1,204.50 for personal injuries sus-
tained, and to W. D. Kennedy, of Dawson, Ga., the sum of $72.80
for property damage suffered, in full satisfaction of their claims
agalnst the United States, sustained when the automobile in which
they were riding was struck by a National Park Service truck
operated in connection with the Civilian Conservation Corps, on
the Dawson-Albany Highway, near Dawson, Ga., on August 12,
1937: Provided, That no part of the amount appropriated in this
act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or
received by any agent or attorney on acocunt of services rendered
in connection with this claim, and the same shall be unlawful,
any contract to the contrary notwithstanding. Any person vio-
lating the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misde-
meanor and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum
not exceeding $1,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill
to be read a third time.

The hill was read the third time, and passed.

SESQUICENTENNIAL ANNIVERSARY OF BIGNING OF FIRST UNITED
STATES PATENT LAW

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 206) creating a joint com-
mittee to arrange for the celebration of the sesquicentennial
anniversary of the signing of the first United States patent
law was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third read-
ing, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Resolved, etc., That there is hereby created a joint committee
consisting of the chairman of the Senate Committee on Patents,
the chairman of the House Committee on Patents, the Secretary of
Commerce, the Commissioner of Patents, and five other members to
be selected by them, with power and authority to make suitable
arrangements for an appropriate observance of the sesquicentennial
of the first United States patent law.

Sec. 2. That the President of the United States is requested to
set aside April 10, 1940, as Inventors’ and Patent Day to invite a
general public eommemoration of an event which has proved so
important and salutary to this Nation.

Sec. 3. That the committee shall present to the Senate and the
House of Representatives suggestions for sultable exercises whereby
Congress may mark the anniversary.

The preamble was agreed to.
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JOHN L. HINES

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to recur to Calendar No. 1236, Senate bill 3038.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the
request of the Senator from Texas?

Mr. SHEPPARD. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Mc-
KreLLar] objected when the bill was first called.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, when the bill was
reached on the calendar I objected. I find that there is a
proviso in the bill that there is to be no increase in retired
pay. With the understanding that there is to be no in-
crease in retired pay either now or hereafter, I have no
objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the bill (S. 3038) to provide
for the advancement of John L. Hines on the retired list
of the Army was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a
third reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That John L., Hines, formerly Chief of Staff
of the Army of the United States and now major general on
the retired list of the Army, shall, beginning with the date of the
enactment of this Act, have the rank of a general on the retired
list of the Army: Provided, That the sald John L. Hines shall

receive no increase in retired pay, allowances, or other pecuniary
benefits by reason of the enactment of this Act.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That completes the calendar.
ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY
Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous consent that when the
Senate completes its work today it adjourn until Thursday
next.
The PRESIDING OFFICER.
ordered.

AUTHORIZATION FOR APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE TO REPORT
DURING ADJOURNMENT

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous consent that during
the adjournment of the Senate following today’s session the
Appropriations Committee may be authorized to report any
measures before it on which it may be ready to act.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

Without objection, it is so

ELIZABETH COSBY YOUNGER

Mr. BYRNES. From the Committee to Audit and Control
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report back favor-
ably, without amendment, Senate Resolution 230, and ask
unanimous consent for its present consideration.

There being no objection, the resolution (S. Res. 230) sub-
mitted by Mr. Grass on February 7, 1940, was considered
and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate hereby is authorized
and directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate to
Elizabeth Cosby Younger, widow of Thomas L. Younger, late custo-
dian of the Senate Office Building, a sum equal to 1 year's com-
pensation at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his
death, sald sum to be considered inclusive of funeral expenses
and all other allowances.

EXPEDITIOUS SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES WITH THE UNITED STATES

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I give notice that as soon as
possible after the disposition of the next appropriation bill
I shall move to take up for consideration Senate bill 915,
Calendar No. 475, to provide for the more expeditious set-
tlement of disputes with the United States, and for other
purposes. Our deceased friend, the late Senator Logan,
reported this bill to the Senate at the last session of
Congress.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, there was so much dis-
turbance that I did not hear the nature of the statement.

Mr. KING. I intend to press for consideration of the
so-called Logan bill at as early a date as possible following
the disposition of the next appropriation bill.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, of course the Senator
may give notice to that effect. However, I think it ought
to be stated that a few days ago a letter was received and
put into the Recorp from Mr. Dean Acheson, who was
chairman of a committee appointed by a former Attorney
General to consider this whole subject. In that letter he
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states that the committee will require further time to study
the subject. I hope the committee will be given further
time, because I think the average Member of the Senate
probably has not had an opportunity to study the full im-
plications of the measure. I should not like to see it brought
up until the committee has had sufficient time to study it.

Mr, KING. Mr, President, I feel that we have been very
patient in failing to press for consideration at an earlier
date. At least for the present I shall not modify the sug-
gestion I made a moment ago.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of executive business.
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business.
EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE

Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee on Post Offices and
Post Roads, reported favorably the nominations of several
postmasters.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hit in the chair). If
there be no further reports of committees, the clerk will state
the nominations on the calendar,

WORK PROJECTS ADMINISTRATION—NOMINATIONS PASSED OVER

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, inasmuch as the nomina-
tion of Linus C. Glotzbach to be regional director of the-
W. P. A, fcr region VII, and that of S. L. Stolte to be work-
projects administrator for Minnesota, will probably entail
some discussion, I ask that they be passed over until the
other nominations are disposed of.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the iwo
nominations referred to will be temporarily passed over, until
the other nominations are acted upon.

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

The legislative clerk read the nomination of Philip B. Flem-
ing to be Administrator of the Wage and Hour Division of
the Department of Labor,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the nomi-
nation is confirmed.

CUSTOMS SERVICE

The legislative clerk read the nomination of Joseph T.
Sylvester to be collector of customs for customs collection
district No. 1, with headquarters at Portland, Maine.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection,
nomination is confirmed.

POSTMASTERS—NOMINATION PASSED OVER

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask that the nomination
of John V. Collard to be postmaster at North Collins, N. Y.,
be recommitted to the Committee on Post Offices and Post
Roads.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

the

POSTMASTERS

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask unanimous consent that the re-
maining nominations of postmasters be confirmed en bloe.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the re-
maining nominations of postmasters are confirmed en bloc.

IN THE MARINE CORPS

The legislative clerk proceeded to read sundry nominations
in the Marine Corps.

Mr. BARELEY. I ask that the nominations in the Marine
Corps be confirmed en bloc.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the nomi-
nations in the Marine Corps are confirmed en bloc.

That completes the calendar, except for the two nomina-
tions passed over.

WORK PROJECTS ADMINISTRATION NOMINATIONS PASSED OVER

Mr. McEELLAR. Mr. President, I should like to make a
brief explanation of the two nominations passed over.

Mr. Glotzbach has been nominated by the President for
the post of regional director of the W. P. A. for region VII;
and S. L. Stolte, of St. Paul, has been nominated to the
position of work-projects administrator for Minnesota.
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The committee took very full evidence in the matter; the
typewritten record is quite elaborate. From that evidence
it appears that Mr. Glotzbach was formerly assistant State
administrator, was then promoted to be State administrator,
and that while he was so serving what is known as the
Woodrum amendment to the relief act was adopted.
Under that amendment the hours of work were increased,
the pay somewhat decreased, and certain persons who had
been on the rolls for 18 months or more were dls_missed.
In Minneapolis there was a strike against this provision of
the law. I think, probably, I had better read the provision
of the law under which this action was taken. It is section
15a of the law and reads as follows:

Sec. 15. (a) The Commissioner shall fix a monthly earning
schedule for persons engaged upon work projects financed in whole
or in part from funds appropriated by section 1, which shall not
substantially affect the current national average labor cost per
person of the Work Projects Administration. After August 31,
1939, such monthly earning schedule shall not be varied for
workers of the same type in different geographical areas to any
preater extent than may be justified by differences in the cost of
living. The Commissioner shall require that the hours of work
for all persons engaged upon work projects financed in whole or
in part by funds appropriated by section 1 shall (1) be 130 hours
per month except that the Commissioner, in his discretion, may
require a lesser number of hours of work per month in the case
of relief workers with no dependents, and the earnings of such
workers shall be correspondingly reduced, and (2) not exceed 8
._bours in any day and shall not exceed 40 hours in any week.

There was a penalty attached in section 28 of that act.

Sec. 28. Any person who knowingly and with intent to defraud
the United States makes any false statement in connection with
any application for any work project, employment, or relief aid
under the appropriations in this joint resolution, or diverts, or
attempts to divert, or asslsts In diverting, for the benefit of any
person or persons not entitled thereto, any portion of such appro-
priations, or any services or real or personal property acquired
thereunder, or who knowingly, by means of any fraud, force, threat,
intimidation, or boycott, or discrimination on account of race,
religion, political affiliations, or membership in a labor organiza-
tion, deprives any person—

Deprives any person—

of any of the benefits to which he may be entitled under any
such appropriations, or attempts so to do, or assists in so doing,
or who disposes of, or assists in disposing of, except for the
account of the United States, any property upon which there
exists a lien securing & loan made under the provisions of this
joint resclution or the Emergency Relief Appropriation Acts of
1935, 1936, 1937, and 1938, shall be deemed guilty of a felony and
fined not more than $2,000 or imprisoned not more than 2 years,

The provisions of this s=ction shall be in addition to,
and not in substitution for, any other provisions of existing law,
or of this joint resolution.

There was, in Minneapolis, a strike of the employees against
this act. And it seems that the mayor of the city did not
protect those who wanted to go to work, and the strikers
prevented those who had been employed and wanted to go
to work from going to work. The result was that there was
a shut-down for a few days. Then the matter was settled
by those who had been employed going back to work. In
the meantime, an indictment for conspiracy to violate sec-
tion 28 of the law to which I have referred was brought
against, I think, 165 persons, if I am correct as to the num-
ber, who attempted to prevent, or were charged with con-
spiracy to prevent, persons who had been employed by
W. P. A. from working. In due time the case came up for
trial before the court. AsI have said, it was a conspiracy case
and they were all tried together. I believe 32 or 33 were con-
victed; the charges against 2 or 3 were dismissed by the
court and the remainder, so far as I know and so far as the
record which we have goes, are still pending. It may be that
they have been dismissed since that time, but I do not think
that appeared before the committee. At any rate, the lead-
ers were convicted.

It seemed to the subcommittee—and the three members of
the subcommittee were unanimous in their opinion—that this
was a strike against a law passed by the Congress, and
that it should not be excused, especially when the committee
had before it the record of the conviction of those who had
been engaged in the strike. Therefore, the subcommittee

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

FEBRUARY 19

reported that in its judgment the nomination of Mr. Glotz-
bach and the nomination of Mr. Stolte should be confirmed.

What I have stated was the only reason given for their not
being confirmed. There was no personal objection and,
indeed, both men were shown by the evidence to be men of
good character and standing. One of them, Mr. Glotzhach,
appeared before the committee. He seemed to be a very
fair man and had testified in the court case, but the United
States district attorney for that district stated that he alone
was responsible for the prosecution and that Mr. Glotzbach
was simply under a subpena to testify in the case. Mr.
Victor E. Anderson, United States attorney, wrote Senator
Barxirey from St. Paul under date of January 25, 1940, and
I read from his letter as follows:

Upon direction of the Attorney General I had the grand jury

reconvened to consider the violences that grew out of such

W. P. A. strike, with the result that something like 168 indi-
viduals were indicted—

I said 165 were indicted; I was mistaken; the number was
168—

either for a substantive offense of violating section 28 of the Emer-
gency Appropriation Act of 1929 or for conspiracy to viclate such
provision., Of course, neither Mr. &lotzbach nor Mr. Stolte had
anything to do with the reconvening of the grand jury, the proceed-
ings had before such grand jury, or in the indictments that resulted
from testimony produced before such grand jury. However, upon
trials that were subsequently had, both of these gentlemen appeared
under subpena and testified as Government witnesses.
Thirty-thsee of the defendants have thus far been convicted, two
have been acquitted, and against three the charges were dismissed
by the trial court. A number of these cases still remain for dispo-
sition and in all likelihood additional trials will be required uniess
by appropriate pleas as to certain defendants who were very active
in the strike the cases are disposed by withdrawals of the pleas of

not guilty.

I do not think it is necessary to read further from Mr.
Anderson’s letter.

The report of the subcommittee recommending the con-
firmation of the nominations of Mr. Glotzbach and Mr. Stolte
was made to the full committee and the full committee—not
unanimously but unanimously with the exception of one or
two votes, if I recall correctly—voted to report the nomina-
tions favorably. That report is now before the Senate for
action, either confirming or rejecting the nominations.

Mr. LUNDEEN. Mr. President, I am very glad the Senator
has reminded the Senate that the report was unanimous with
the exception of several Senators.

There was in Minnesota the labor disturbance to which the
Senator from Tennessee has referred. I have objected to the
confirmation of the nominations of Mr. Glotzbach and Mr.
Stolte because of the policy they pursued. I did so before
the subcommittee and the main committee, and do so now.

Labor has strenuously objected to the confirmation of their
nominations. It is not only the junior Senator from Minne-
sota who is objecting, but also the Central Labor Union in
Minneapolis, representing 40,000 members and 120 unions,
whose resolutions of protest I have here, and also telegrams
and statements by William Green, president of the American
Federation of Labor, and others, against the policy. which
was pursued. I also have here as well an editorial which
appeared in Labor, the weekly publication of the railroad
brotherhoods, with which we are well acquainted, and numer-
ous other newspaper articles which I ask permission to have
inserted in the REecorp.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection?

There being no objection, the matiers referred to were
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN,, February 19, 1940.
Senator ERNEST LUNDEEN,
Senate Office Building, Floor of United States Senate:

Letter from Senator ALrEN W. BARKLEY received only this morn-
ing discloses he misread my letter regarding position of Central
Laber Union on Glotzbach. He takes position we are in favor of
Glotzbach, when you know we are drastically opposed. I wired
him this morning immediately on receipt of his letter in endeavor
to correct his position. If BarRELEY speaks or does anything in favor
of Glotzbach, hope you will use this wire. Good luck and best

Bop CraMER,
Editor, Minneapolis Labor Review.
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AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR,
Washington, D. C., July 13, 1939.
Hon. ErNEST LUNDEEN,
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sm: I enclose herewith a copy of a declaration relating to
the W. P. A. situation which exists throughout the Nation adopted
unanimously by a conference of the representatives of national
and international unions afiliated with the American Federation
of Labor, This conference was held at the Washington Hotel, this
city, on July 12. I respectfully request that you give this declara-
tion careful and sympathetic consideration.

The representatives in attendance at the conference referred to
represented many millions of workers afiliated with the American
Federation of Labor. In the statements made by these representa-
tives at the conference they reflected the deep feeling which exists
among working people in the different communities throughout
the land because of the elimination of the prevalling-rate-of-wage
section from the W. P. A. relief measure recently enacted by the
Congress of the United States.

In submitting the enclosed statement for your information and
consideration, I appeal to you to remedy the existing economic
situation prevailing among W. P. A. workers by giving support to
a prevailing-rate provision to be applied on W. P. A. construction
projects launched and carried forward in the different cities and
towns throughout the Nation.

Very sincerely yours,
‘Wwm. GREEN,
President, American Federation of Labor.
REFORT OF SPECIAL COMMTITTEE TO THE CONFERENCE OF REPRESENTATIVES
OF NATIONAL AND INTERNATIONAL UNIONS ON THE W. P. A. SITUATION.
(The report was unanimously adopted)

Both the Congress of the United States and the public have
evidenced deep interest and manifested grave concern in the
spontaneous strikes which have taken place within the past few
days upon W. P. A. jobs in various parts of the country. These
protests which have been against wage reductions have been
erroneously interpreted as strikes against the Government when
as a matter of fact they have been the mainfestations on the part
of wage earners to maintain the standards of work and of wages
built up through years of effort. The very lifeblood of a trade-
union structure is the standard union rate of wages. It is per-
fectly understandable that our trade-unions shall use all of their
economical strength by every legitimate means to maintain their
respective standards of rates of wages on public as well as private
enterprises,

The president of the American Federation of Labor, recognizing
that immediate consideration should be given to this alarming sit-
uation and in order that a definite policy be approved for the
guidance of organized labor as represented by the American Fed-
eration of Labor, has called this conference of the officers and
representatives of national and international unions affiliated to
the American Federation of Labor.

It should be evident to all concerned that wage earmers in
general and particularly those who have been organized for many
years, do not lay down their tools unless some situation vitally
affecting thelr interests has arisen which cannot be adjusted
through the method of negotiations, conciliation, and arbitration.
The cause for these Nation-wide protests, these spontaneous strikes,
was an arbitrary increase in the hours of work for labor on W. P. A,
work resulting in the reduction of hourly wages running over 50
percent in the hourly rate. This cutting of wages in half by the
increasing of working hours was the result of action taken by the
conferees of the Senate and of the House of Representatives work-
ing under a so-called emergency situation—the necessity of having
W. P, A. appropriations made so that W. P. A. workers might be
continued in their employment on July 1. Previously the House
of Representatives had passed the W. P. A. measure which elim-
inated the prevailing-wage provision. The United States Senate
had passed a measure which contained the prevalling-wage provi-
sion, Pressure was brought to bear on Congress to enact the
W. P. A. appropriation bill before midnight June 30, This tre-
mendous pressure for immediate action by Congress prevented ade-
quate discussion of serious consequences that would follow imme-
diately should the provisions of the prevailing wage be eliminated
from the act. This action taken by Congress was seemingly a
violation of the principles covering wage earners on all other
Government projects which had heretofore been established by
Congress, Congress had heretofore enacted, and the President
signed, the Bacon-Davis Act which provides for the prevailing
wage on work done by the Government. If enacted, and the
President approved, the Walsh-Healey Act which provides for the
payment of the prevailing wage on all manufactured goods pur-
chased by the United States Government on all orders amounting
to 810,000 or over. Ever since W. P. A. has functioned the prevail-
ing wage has governed and has been paid under joint resclution
of Congress whereby the President was authorized and did fix
the rates of wages so as not to affect adversely or otherwise tend
to decrease the going rates of wages paid for works of a similar
nature.

It is clearly evident from the foregoing that the policy of the
Government up to this time has been to establish, formulate, and
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administer its labor policy so as to protect the workers in the
prevailing wages established and followed in free and private
enterprise,

It has always been the definite policy of the Government up to
this time to so protect and advance the rights of wage earners to
collective bargaining in free enterprise in order that advanced
standards of compensation and of working conditions might be
established for all workers from time to time.

It is difficult and alarming to believe that the Government of the
United States is now bent on a policy of wage cutting and of
lengthening working hours and under the cloak of alleged relief
bring additional suffering to the great mass of our wage earners,

When the original emergency appropriation was first enacted pro-
vision was made for a large building program under the Public
Works Administration. Under it W. P. A. construction was first
limited to $5,000 projects, and then to $25000 projects. At the
present time it has increased so tremendously that we find that one
single construction project for revenue-producing purposes is under
construction and embraces an expenditure of over $40,000,000. The
wages of the men employed in this, as well as other large construc-
tion programs are now arbitrarily reduced by over 50 percent. Then
too it is noteworthy that humans—the workers of our land—are
now receiving much less consideration than is being shown to busi-
ness and to commodities they sell. Neither Congress nor the Federal
administration have heretofore attempted to reduce the price of
materials. To the contrary, the attempt to reduce the cost of pro-
duction has been placed entirely upon the shoulders of labor and
is to be taken out of the sweat of the wage earners. As a matter
of fact W. P. A. today is no longer engaged in a purely relief enter-
prise. It is engaged in construction work never designed for relief
purposes and under cloak of a relief measure is working a vital in-
jury not alorie to labor but likewise to free enterprise in the con-
struction of other fields of industry.

If the Government is to continue in its construction policy and
in venturing into other fields in competition with free enterprise,
then in our judgment it should prove an exemplar in the estab-
lishment and development of a labor policy that will tend to ralse
the standards of life and work rather than to lower them and
repress our wage earners.

“There is a well established method for the redress of grievances—
the right of protest, the right of petition, the right of appeal to
Congress, and to be heard. This conference is aware that the Con-
gress is now in session. In keeping with our rights this conference,
therefore, petitions Congress immediately to redress grievances and
wrongs herein complained of by immediately reenacting the provi-
sions calling for the observance of the prevalling wage rate on
W. P. A. projects. In order that these declarations and petition may
be carried out without delay, your committee recommends that the
president of the American Federation of Labor be authorized and
directed to appoint a representative committee whose membership
ghall include the president of the American Federation of Labor,
the presidents of the several departments of the American Federa-
tion of Labor, and such other officers of national and international
unions as he may deem advisable.”

We likewlse recommend that this committee present this actlon
of our conference and of this declaration and petition to the Presi-
dent of the United States, to the President of the Senate, and to
the Speaker of the House of Representatives and to urge immedi-
ate and favorable cooperation in this effort to right these grievances
and wrongs.

It is our further recommendation that upon adjournment of
this conference the representatives of all unions in attendance
visit their respective United States Senators and Congressmen, and
urge upon them the necessity for immediate and favorable action
on this petition. Then, too, We recommend that copies of this
statement of grievances and petition for relief be forwarded im-
mediatey to all centiral labor unions affiliated to the American
Federation of Labor for their information and guidance.

[From Minneapolis Labor Review, January 12, 1940]
[Green's statement at W. P. A, defense banquet, January 6, 1940]

FicaT ON, GREEN URGES
Day letter.
WasSHINGTON, D. C., January 5, 1940.
GEeorce E. MURK,
18 North Eighth Street, Minneapolis:

t, because of engagements previously made, impossible to
attend labor's dinner meeting at Minneapolis on January 8. The
indictment and conviction of W. P. A. strikers in Minneapolis
arouses resentment among all classes of working men and women.
The American Federation of Labor sought to prevent such procedure
through appeals that the Government cease and desist in its policy
of prosecution. Now we feel it has resolved itself into persecution.
We protest the action taken. We deplore it. In our opinion, men
and women have a right to strike against injustice without being
classified as criminals, We urge the officers and members of the
American Federation of Labor to do all that lies within their power
to have the sentences of W. P. A. workers set aside.

WiLrLiam GREEN,
President, American Federation of Labor,
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[From Minneapolis Labor Review of September 8, 1939]

“PERSECUTION,” SAYS PRESImENT GREEN Apour W. P. A. InDICT-
MENTS5—GREEN Praises C. L. U. For AmiNe DEFENSE oF W. P. A.
ONDEMNS WHOLESALE AND DRAGGING MANACLED
VicTimMs THROUGH STREETS—"WORKING PEOPLE EVERYWHERE PRO-
TEST AGAINST SuCH A Poricy PURSUED BY GOVERNMENT,” HE DE-
cLARES. Bap EnovcH To SUFFER PalN oF UNEMPLOYMENT WITH-

ouT BEING PERSECUTED, A. F. oF L. PRESIDENT TELLS COMMITTEE

President William Green of the American Federation of Labor at
Duluth Labor Day branded the indictment and arrest of W. P. A,
workers as persecution, not prosecution.

The A. P. of L. chief displayed deep interest in the W. P. A.
victims and commended the Minneapolis Central Labor Union for
defending and seeking bail for them.

Presidant Green’s complete statement, reflecting the sentiment of
5,000,000 members of the American Federation of Labor throughout
the country, follows:

“It seems quite clear that the alleged prosecution of W. P. A.
workers in Minneapolis is persecution.

“That 1s made clear in the wholesale arrests which have been
made, the way in which the victims have been arrested, the man-
ner in which they have been unnecessarily humiliated, and in the
exorbitant bail which has been fixed.

“Working pecple everywhere protest against such a policy pur-
sued by the Government at a time when more than 10,000,000 are
unemployed.

“It is bad enough for workers to suffer the pain of unemployment;
it is cruelty when the Government adds to this suffering through
persecution such as is keing inflicted on workers in Minneapolis.

“The membership of the American Federation of Labor will ex-
tend to these persecuted people their sympathy and full measure
of moral support. 1

“The work of the Minneapolis Central Labor Union in defending
these persecuted workers is to be commended.”

President Green, who was in Duluth to deliver the Labor Day
address, gave this statement to a committee that had been sent by
the Minneapolis Central Labor Union W. P. A, defense committee to
confer with him.

The committee was headed by Chairman George Murk of the
defense committee. Other members were Organizer Roy Wier, of
the Central Labor Union, and R. D. Cramer,

It was evident from the attitude of the A. F. of L. president that
throughout the ranks of the A. F. of L. there is bitter resentment
against the outrageous persecution that has been inflicted on Min-
neapolis W. P. A. workers,

[From Minneapolis Labor Review of July 14, 1939]
GrEEN CALLs MEeeTING To Gamv W. P. A. REPEAL

WasHINGTON, D. C—Willlam Green, president of the American
Federation of Labor, called a conference of the presidents of all the
national and international unions affiliated with the American
Federation of Labor to be held here July 12 to consider “the
W. P. A, strike situation” caused by the provision in the
‘W. P. A. Appropriation Act ending the payment of prevailing hourly
wages to W. P. A. workers and increasing the number of hours
per month for hundreds of thousands of those on W. P. A. rolls.

In a statement announcing the convening of the conference, Mr,
Green said:

“The general discontent now manifesting itself throughout the
country in strikes on W. P, A. projects is the inevitable conse-
quence of the elimination of the prevailing-wage principle from
the W. P. A. bill recently adopted by Congress.

“The entire Nation, as well as organized labor, had accepted the
prevailing-wage principle as a fixed and permanent policy of the
Government. It was incorporated in the Walsh-Healey Act, in the
administration of the P, W. A., in Government construction proj-
ects, and in all relief measures since 1929,

“When the W. P. A. Act for the current fiscal year was passed
by the House, the prevailing-wage clause was omitted. The Ameri-
can Federation of Labor then concentrated its fight in the Senate
to have it restored. It was restored by the Senate. Then, for
some mysterious reason, it was eliminated in the conference re-
port which was finally adopted by Congress.

“While the W. P. A, Administrator favored the elimination of
the prevailing-wage principle, we cannot believe he and his aides
reflected the attitude of the administration on this subject.

“A vital principle is at stake. The wage standards of organized
labor, built up through years of sacrifice, suffering, and collective

aining are threatened.

“It is our purpose at the conference called for Wednesday to
organize all the political and economic strength we possess in an
effort to prevail upon Congress to amend the W. P. A. Act in
conformity with the policy that has been consistently maintained
for many years by the Government.”

[From Minneapolis Labor Review of July 28, 1939]
MiNNEAPOLIS Facts RELATED BY LABoR—BLAME For TROUBLE PLACED
oN (GLOTZBACH AND JITTERY STRIKE POLICE

Minneapolis is indebted to Labor, official weekly organ of the
railroad unions, for getting the facts of the Minneapolis W. P. A.
situation to its more than half million readers in the following
article published last week:

“That Congress and the administration have made a frightful
mess of unemployment relief is increasingly apparent as the dis-
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' astrous results of legislation hastily put through a few hours before
the beginning of this fiscal year becomes better understood.
“Labor’s fears that chiseling employers would seize upon the
new relief wage rates to batter down standards in industry are being
tragically confirmed. Herbert Rivers, secretary of the A. F. of L.
building-trades department, says he has been advised from several
:&tlons that contractors are demanding drastic reductions in union
es.
“If this program is not abandoned, Rivers declares, there will be
an ‘avalanche of strikes.
RESENTMENT WIDESPREAD

“Thousands of men struck in various parts of the country. Most
of them have gone back in a sullen and resentful mood. Other
thousands have been summarily fired on orders of Col. Francis
C. Harrington, W. P. A. Administrator, because they were away
from their jobs 5 days.

"But this is only the beginning of trouble. Relief officials an-
ticipate a thunderous protest next September, when workers in
the North and West will be compelled to take substantial wage
cuts.

SIX HUNDRED AND FIFTY THOUSAND TO LOSE JOBS

“Before that date 650,000 heads of families, representing more
than 2,000,000 persons, will be turned adrift, to fend for them-
selves, and an undetermined number will be dropped from the rolls
because they have been on relief for 18 months or longer.

“Relief officials concede that these drastic measures will be a body
blow to the efficiency of the W. P. A. It will be reduced ‘almost to
zero," according to Col. Brehon B. Somervell, administrator for
New York City.

"The American Federation of Labor is tryilng to correct the
situation through legislation, but has made no progress. For one
thing, the legislative situation is against anything being done. For
another, public sentiment has been inflamed against the relief
workers by grossly exaggerated stories of the W. P. A, strike in
Minneapolis.

POLICE GUNS BARK

“In that city guns barked and tear-gas bombs were thrown, with
fatal results. A policeman died from a heart attack after a clash
with pickets, and a bystander was fatally shot.

“Mayor G. E. Leach, of Minneapolis, in highly inflammatory
statements, attempted to place responsibility on the strikers. He
made hysterical appeals for Federal and State troops, the idea being
to create the impression that the situation was out of hand.

“Labor communicated with responsible labor leaders in Minne-
apolis, and they declared Leach’s own cops fomented the trouble,
and that the Minnesota rellef administrator must also assume a
large share of the responsibility.

GLOTZBACH AND STOLTE HARD EOILED

“The strike, Labor's informant said, was entirely orderly until
the police got tcugh. Had W. P. A. Administrator Glotzbach been
interested in preserving peace, he would have closed down the
project until the resentment and excitement had subsided.

“Glotzbach was determined, however, to show that he was the
boss, and insisted that thz work should go on. Pickets were thrown
about the job, and the police came in. They manhandled the
workers, and there was some reslstance, but no violence, as far as
the pickets were concerned. A policeman with a bad heart died
from the excitement, and Mayor Leach proclaimed to the world
he was a martyr.

BAD CASE OF JITTERS

“A day or two later policemen became jittery and laid down a
barrage of tear gas, and followed it up with gunfire. One person
was shot, but the bullet came from a police gun.

“A pains investigation by labor representatives and im-
partial citizens failed to disclose that a single picket carried a
weapon.

“A dozen senslble policemen, with a proper appreciation of the
rights of the workers, could easily have handled the situation.
But that would not have been to the glory of Mdyor Leach, who
seized an opportunity to strut in the limelight and to capitalize
the miseries of the jobless to make a Roman holiday for the viclous
Citizens' Alliance, an organization of labor haters.

FACTS NOT REPORTED

“These facts were carefully omitted from newspaper dispatches
sent out from Minneapolis, which sought to create an fmpression
tll:lat rebellious reliefers were murdering innocent people in cold
blood.

“Members of Congress and the President were fooled. When
President William Green and a delegation of the A. F. of L. officials
went to the White House to urge legislative rellef, Roosevelt sald
that nothing could be done, and emphasized the Minneapolis situa-
tion as one reason why the administration would not intervene.

“Friends of labor in Congress sald the bad impression created
by the misleading stories made action impossible, even if the legis-
lative situation were otherwise favorable.

CONCESSIONS TO LABOR

“On Wednesday an agreement was reached between Gov. Harold
Stassen, of Minnesota, and the State W. P. A. administrator pro-
viding for resumption of the W. P. A. program in Minneapolis, and
it was approved by Colonel Harrington.

“The agreement makes substantial concessions to the leaders of
Minneapolis labor, who have gallantly supported the reliefers and
endeavored to offset the effects of propaganda. The labor men
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insisted the strikers must not be penalized to the extent of being
deprived of a chance to earn the necessaries of life.

“Glotzbach was disposed to be hard-boiled, but finally medified
his position somewhat.

“Harrington said those who sign an affidavit that they have
not engaged in illegal activities would be returned to the pay roll.

“That, apparently, composes the situation so far as Minneapolis
is concerned, but it does not remove the damage resulting from
giving the country an entirely erroneous picture of what took
place there.”

[From Northwestern Organizer, December 7, 1939]

“The brutal conduct of the Department of Justice is as senseless
a blunder as Hoover committed when he drove the bonus army out
of Washington,”—From the Racine Day.

Said Labor, weekly organ of the railway brotherhoods:

“As practically everyone expecied, a jury in the (Minneapolis)
Federal court has returned a verdict of gullty in the conspiracy case
involving 25 poor men and women accused of participation in the
W. P, A, strike last summer. The jury was practically hand-picked.
* +* + Victor Anderson, United States district attorney, closed
proceedings with an lntemperate address in whlch he attempted to
hang the ‘red’ label on the defendants * *

[From Minneapolis Labor Review, September 22, 1839]
NeEw DEAL OR NEW SLAVERY?

The viciousness of the persecution of innocent W. P. A. workers
becomes more apparent as the number of indictments, especially
those of women, increases.

What in effect happened was that the Government through the
machinations of Republican Congressmen and Senators who delight
in bringing misery and starvation to these who do useful work and
are not parasites like themselves, decreed that there must be ap-
proximately three times as much work for less than the paltry
$60.50 a month that previously had been received.

Against this the W. P. A. workers very justly protested. They
protested as anyone with an ounce of red blood in their veins
would have done.

If there are businessmen who snarl about the conduct of these
W. P. A, workers, let us ask this question:

What would businessmen who furnish machinery or material for
W. P. A. work have done If a law had been enacted ordering them
to furnish three times as much material and machinery for
W. P. A, projects for less money than they had previously recelved
for one-third as much material and machinery as they must now
furnish?

Would the patriotic businessmen have praised the Government
for this action and made no protest? Would they have continued
to furnish three times as much material and machinery for one-
third as much money as previously?

Do you say this question is ridiculous and outrageous, Mr.
Businessman? We agree with you. It is ridiculous and outrageous.
But it is not as ridiculous and outrageous and mean as asking
W. P. A, workers to do three times as much work for less pay than
previously.

It isn’t, Mr. Businessman, because you would have enough money
tucked away so that you and your family did not starve because
of this outrage and this injustice. Unfcrtunately, a family can't
save on $60.50 a month.

And so when a law was passed to turn this Nation into a Nazi
concentration camp, W. P. A, workers who were real Americans pro-
tested against this devilish outrage and they were supported in
their protest by organized labor and every citizen who is opposed
to slow death by starvation.

Continuing to spit out indictment is not frightening or over-
aweing anybody. It is just simply proving that there does not
seem to be any end to how outrageous and unjust the W. P. A.
administration can be in the persecution of innocent workers.

Please tell us, somebody, why it is wrong for businessmen to
furnish three times as much material and machinery to the W. P. A.
for less money than they formerly received for one-third as much
material and machinery, and it is right for workers to be compelled
to do three times as much work on W. P. A. for less pay than they
formerly got for one-third as much work.

What is this that is happening in W. P. A.? Is it the New Deal
or the new slavery? You can answer for yourself.

[From Minneapolis Labor Review of October 6, 1939]
THEY ARE PERSECUTED FOR YOU
Every member of organized labor is urged to give liberally tag day
to raise funds for defense of W. P. A. victims. These persecuted
workers aided in protecting the wage scales and so the homes of all
workers, They fought for you. Give for them at the C. L. U.-
W. P. A. defense tag day, Friday-Saturday.

[From Minneapolis Labor Review of October 6, 1939]
Do UnTto THEM As THEY Have DoNE UNnTo You

Every worker in Minneapolis owes a debt of gratitude to the men
and women workers of the W. P. A. who have been so signally hon-
ored as to be indicted for protesting against the starvation pay and
increased hours reactionary Republicans and tory Democrats wrote
into the W. P. A.
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That legislation is part of the scheme of the United States Cham-
R-ermof Commerce to reduce the wage scales of all workers in the

ation.

So that when those W. P. A. workers, many of them members of
the A. F. of L., made their protest they were not protesting just for
themselves and their families but for all the workers in the Nation
and all their families.

They were playing their part in a heroic way to prevent the
workers of this Nation from being driven into serfdom.

Particularly should the splendid conduct of these workers who
are indicted be appreciated here in Minneapolis. Minneapolis
workers should make it a matter of pride to see that these indicted
workers receive the best possible defense, a defense that will acquit
them and vindicate them.

There are many indicted. The expense will be great. But com-
pared to the hundreds of thousands of dollars these W. P. A. heroes
saved for the rest of the workers in Minneapolis, to say nothing of
the millions saved the workers of the Nation by preventing wage
cuts, the cost of the most expensive defense imaginable would be
infinitesimal.

Indeed, it would be nothing in comparison to the fortunes saved
the other workers by preventing wage reductions,

Bear this in mind today and Saturday when you are asked to
buy a tag. Make a liberal contribution. Remember the money
that has been saved for you by those you are asked to assist and do
unto them as they have done unto you.

|From Northwestern Organizer of January 1, 1940]

“There is only one way labor can attain success, and that is
through its militancy. Right or wrong, I stand by these W. P. A.
strikers,” he stated to sustained applause.

Goldie likened the mass trial of 25 strike defendants to the Mos-
cow trials. Stormy acclaim greeted his closing statement that: “So
far as the labor movement is concerned, none of you defendants are
felons. You are honored heroes."

FARMERS CONCERNED

John Wisdorf, president of the Farm-Cooperative-Labor Council,
was hailed appreciatively when he voiced his sympathy with all the
indicted strikers. Wisdorf stated that farmers were very much con-
cerned lest the “conspiracy” charge under which the Minneapolis
unemployed are being convicted be applied to farmers and farm
organizations.

Pleturesque Tom Davis, when it came his turn to speak, said "“the
trial of these cases has been a lesson to me.” He blasted the cor-
rupt daily press for poisoning public opinion about the unfortu-
nate strikers.

Other attorneys active in the defense, and representatives of the
labor press, were introduced to the diners.

[From Northwestern Organizer of August 8, 1939]
You Sam IT, BROTHER

Few workers will disagree with the following statement of Ber-
nard Tasser, American Federation of Labor publicity chief, on the
W. P. A. strike, published in the July issue of the New York Central
Trades and Labor Council:

“I have a very definite opinion relative to those persons, no mat-
ter how high their positions, who have tried to smear the bullding
workers by calling their refusal to work ‘a strike against the Gov-
ernment.’

“I believe this opinlon is identical with that of every union man
in the country, and I am convinced that no worse blunder could
ever be made by any public official than to try to ocutlaw the
present highly effective peaceful protest stoppage of the building
tl’ﬂde{i "

[From Northwestern Organizer, July 27, 1939]
[North Dakota Union Farmer Supports W. P. A, Strike]
FarMERS BacK LABOR'S FIGHT oN W. P. A.

(The following editorial is reprinted from the July 17th issue of
the N;thh Dakota Union Farmer, leading organ of the Farmers
Union) :

‘What does all this hullabaloo about the 130 hours a month for
W. P. A. workers mean? Why the strikes? That is what the
farmers are wondering about.

Certainly asking a man to work 130 hours a month, or 3214 hours
a week is not unreasonable—but the wages per month the W. P. A.
worker will get remain exactly the same as when he worked about
half that time.

Up until now W. P. A. workers have been paid the prevailing
hourly wage which meant, in many trades, the union scale. But
limited in the hours of work to a monthly “security wage" which
was little enough for security.

Now they have to work many more hours for the same wage.
Private employers will undoubtedly use the lower hourly wage of
W. P. A, to batter down existlng wage standards. As a result the
purchasing power of nonrelief workers will be brought nearer to
that of relief workers. h

What does that mean to farmers who are already broken under
the burden of a surplus because of underconsumption? It simply
means more underconsumption and more surpluses of farm products
and lower prices. It is to the farmers’ own interest that they
stand squarely with labor in vigorously protesting the inhuman
relief measure passed by Congress.
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Slashing hourly wage rates is just one of the inequitable features
put in by the reactionary House Democrats. Another is the month’s
starvation period for W. P. A. employees after they have been on the
job 18 months. A third is a decrease in the monthly wage, low
enough now, in the Northern States. A fourth is reduction of the
appropriation so that 2,000,000 instead of 8,000,000 will be em-
ployed by W. P. A,, though there are still at least 11,000,000 persons
out of work. A fifth is that after January 1, the States and munici-
palities will have to bear 25 percent of the cost, whether able or
not.

Farmers fared quite well in securing appropriations for the various
farm programs but if the city workers suffer, it will take even more
Government assistance to make up for loss of the farmers’ market.

[From Northwestern Organizer, December 7, 1939]

F. B. 1. INVESTIGATION Is OUTRAGEOUS BSAYS THE DEs MOINES
FEDERATIONIST

Stated the Des Moines Federationist:

“One of the most outrageous persecutions of the labor movement
of which the Federal Bureau of Investigation has been guilty is the
Minneapolis W. P. A. investigation.”

[From Minneapolis Labor Review, August 25, 1939]

LEGION CONDEMNS GLOTZBACH AND STOLTE—DENOUNCE LAW DEFIANCE
W. P. A, CHIEFTAINS—WIDOWE AND ORFHANS OF VETERANS DECLARED
VICTIMS OF THEIR LAWLESSNESS—BEARCAT POST GOES TO AID OFFI-
CIALS' VICTIMS—ACTIONS GLOTZBACH AND STOLTE ARE BRANDED HIGH-
HANDED AND ARBITRARY

High-handed and arbitrary action against widows and wives of
veterans by W. P. A. Administrators Glotzbach and Stolte is bitterly
condemned by the Bearcat Post of the American Legion.

This precious pair that have brought so much trouble to the
workers of Minneapolis are charged with overriding the Federal
civil-service laws to strike at the widows and wives of the heroes
of the World War.

Glotzbach, the blatter for law and order, now condemned by the
American Legion, is assailed as a defier of the law.

Widows and wives of veterans of the World War are protected by
the provisions of the Federal civil service. But when you have to
work for a living, apparently in the conception of Glotzbach and
Stolte, the law does not protect you.

Condemning of this pair by the American Legion, it is hoped,
may aid in opening the eyes of the public to the real aims and
intentlons of Glotzbach, the double-crosser of the late Floyd B.
Olson, and his enthusiastic assistant, Stolte.

The resolution, unusual in its severity, coming from the con-
servative American Legion, it is hoped, nmy also open the eyes of
the administration at Washington as to what enemies of the ad-
ministration, the widows and daughters of veterans, and the vet-
erans, this pair of bureaucrats drunk with power are.

The resolution follows. It was adopted at the meeting of Bearcat
Post held August 11.

“Whereas both the Federal and State clvil-service laws have
granted to the widows of deceased veterans and to the wives of
disabled veterans the same rights and privileges in the matter of
employment as has been extended to all honorably discharged
veterans; and

“Whereas many of the widows and wives of our deceased and
disabled comrades are now employed by the Works Progress Admin-
istration on its various projects throughout Minnesota; and

“Whereas Administrators Glotzbach and Stolte, of the Minnesota
W. P. A, have ruled that these widows and wives shall not enjoy
the rights and privileges granted them under Federal and State
statutes and has ruled that they must be separated from the posi-
tions under the 18-month lay-off rule now in force on the W. P. A,;
and

“Whereas this is clearly a violation of the legal rights granted to
such wives and widows of our unfortunate comrades: Therefore
be it

“Resolved, That we, Minneapolis Bearcat Post, No 504, of the
American Legion, Department of Minnesota, do h ereby protest such
high-handed and arbitrary action on the part of Administrators
Glotzbach and Stolte, and demand that they adhere to the Federal
statutes made and provided; further be it

“Resolved, That we demand that such portions of the lay-off
order, which included the laying off of the widows and wives of our
comrades, be rescinded.”

[From Northwestern Organizer of December 7, 1939]
[Northwestern Organizer says W. P. A. trials are political and unjust]

MARING MOONEYS WHOLESALE

The New Republic wrote in its current issue:

“Minnesota is going ahead and making Saccos, Vanzettis, and
Mooneys wholesale. Another 25 defendants have been found guilty
of ‘conspiracy’ under the W. P. A.law. * * * As we said in our
issue of. November 8, the only real crime of which these people
are guilty is that of protesting, like other W. P. A. workers all over
the country, against the terrific reduction in W. P. A. wages on
July 1. Any disturbance they created would be amply punished by
a 856 fine. Instead, under a curious misuse of the W, P. A., which
makes it an offense to interfere with the right of a relief worker
to his job, the defendants are subject to a possible fine of $10,000
and 2 years in prison, Minnesotans admit this Is a political trial,
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intended as a lesson to radicals. The chief lesson we see in it is
that this is an extremely poor way to administer justice in a
democracy.”

Mr. LUNDEEN. The important question is, What is the
background from which this unfortunate situation arose, and
are we producing the kind of economic conditions that force
needy people to stop work as a protest?

This situation arose out of the mistake in wiping out the
prevailing wage rate on W. P. A., which had been the pro-
tection of organized labor for 50 years. It arose because
Congress in 1939 began cutting the monthly wage rate of
more than half the W. P. A. workers, The low-paid women
on the sewing projects were cut eight to nine dollars a month
out of their meager pay. What was the result of all this?
All over the country on July 5 and 6, W. P. A. workers stopped
work in protest against things that mo American citizen
should be compelled to endure.

These people were finally forced back to work with a state-
ment, “Work at these substandard conditions or else starve.”
Is that the New Deal?

HOW THE 18-MONTH CLAUSE REALLY WORKS

Now, let us lock at this marvelous idea—this 18-month
clause. According to a report issued by Colonel Harrington,
775,000 W. P. A. workers were discharged last fall on the
theory that if their jobs were taken away on W. P, A. they
would somehow get private employment. Colonel Harrington
reports that 2 to 3 months after these worke:s were fired from
their W. P. A. jobs only 12.7 percent were able to secure
employment in private industry. According to Colonel Har-
rington, this same number would have gottéen jobs in private
industry by the normal turn-over if the 18-month clause had
not been adopted. Of those who got jobs in private industry,
only one-half received as much wages as they had received
on W. P. A. In other words, out of 775,000 W. P. A. workers
discharged, only about 45,000 were receiving as much income
as they had received on W. P. A. That is a fine certificate of
credit for private industry. The rest of these figures should
make us blush with shame. By November more than 50 per-
cent of the discharged workers were again dependent on
relief—about 380,000, About 25 percent of those fired man-
aged to get back on W. P. A. The other 25 percent were on
local relief rolls. Says Colonel Harrington in his report:

Large numbers were living on Federal surplus commodities because
in many areas no local relief iz available for employable cases.

Others, unable to find jobs or to secure public assistance, were
dependent upon miscellaneous sources of income or were without
any income whatever. The small earnings of secondary family
members, aid received by other members of the family, the assist-
ancs of friends and relatives—these means had to suffice to sup-
port large numbers of separated workers. Approximately 100,000
of all those cut off received no income during the 2 weeks before
they were interviewed. Some were living on savings from earlier
short-lived jobs or on credit extended by grocers; others were
forced to eell personal property or even to beg for left-over and
unsalable food.

SURPLUS COMMODITIES NOT A SUBSTITUTE FOR 18-MONTH CLAUSE

Colonel Harrington’s report states that “in many southern
cities scarcely any workers who lost their W. P. A. jobs were
getting local aid even of an emergency character. In these
areas surplus commodities, distributed by the Federal Sur-
plus Commodities Corporation, constituted the only relief
course of any significance.”

What does “surplus commodities” mean? Well, it means
exactly 1 cent per meal per person. I have been so informed
according to a statement of one of the ranking cfficers of
the Surplus Commodities Corporation. In other words, those
of us who voted to throw these needy citizens off their W. P. A.
jobs were voting, in effect, to compel them to live on 1 cent
per meal. Is there any Member of this Senate who can stand
here and defend that action? This situation also existed in
some parts of the North. The report of Colonel Harrington
continues:

For example, in Omaha, where 16 percent of the families reported
surplus commodities as their major source of income, the only com-
modities distributed during November were flour, apples, and onions.

This calls to mind the old saying, “An apple a day keeps
the doctor away, but an onion a day keeps everybody away.”
One housewife says: “We got flour, but what good is the flour
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without lard or baking powder? You can’t eat flour raw.
We got 5 pounds of dried beans, but I had to get a piece of
meat to grease them with.”

Here is what a man writes about his story: “The first
month was not so bad. I held back the rent and used my
last W. P. A. pay check on groceries and other necessities.
The second month I could not pay the rent and used my
credit for groceries and had to borrow from my friends.
This last month I have been forced to the wall. My friends
are beginning to avoid me; my creditors have closed in on
me; I have been forced to break up my home, give up my
children, and sell my furniture.”

This has not affected only the W. P. A. workers.
Harrington quotes a report from Texas which states:

The inability of W. P. A. workers to make regular payments on
their bills has greatly reduced the income of the merchant,

In Omaha, again, we are told 1 family in every 19 reporting
no regular income has resorted to canvassing markets, bak-
eries, and restaurants for left-over and unsalable food.

The breaking up of families due to these W. P. A. discharges
was widespread, Colonel Harrington reports. In other words,
we in this Senate who like to make glorious speeches to our
constituents about the preservation of the American family
have, by callous, cruel, and unthinking action, actually been
helping to break up the American family. What effect has
this had on the operation of the W. P. A. projects? The
report says:

State administrators have reported that the immediate effect of
the 18-month requirements was to increase administrative work
and to reduce project efficiency * * * these enforced lay-offs
may endanger some of the gains in project efficiency attained as a
result of many months of steady effort.

I could go on for perhaps a long time telling you of the
heartrending stories of misery and suffering caused by this
"18-month clause, and yet it is interesting to note that a few
days ago in this Senate a Member moved for immediate wiping
out of this 18-month clause. We saw this generous action
blocked by the administration.

MONTHLY WAGES CUT TO SUBSTANDARD LEVEL.

Let me go on to the monthly wage aspect of our action in the
last session. Congress passed a provision for readjustment of
the wage scales in order to bring wages in different parts of
the country more in line with the differences in the cost of
living. One of the purposes of this provision which I heartily
endorse was the lifting of the W. P. A. wages in the South.
But what happened in addition to that? In thousands of
communities in the East and North, in many of the States
represented by Senators here, the monthly wages of the low-
paid workers, the laborers, was cut five to six dollars a
month. Thus many people who were earning the glorious
sum of $57 a month were reduced to $52.

Those in the cities over 100,000, who had been earning $60
a month, or $14 a week, were cut by a generous administra-
tion to $57.20. Somehow I wonder how that 20 cents got in.
But the New Deal administration did not stop here in its
generosity. It examined the question of what to do for
women, the bearers and guardians of our future generation.
The New Deal administration remembered that many en-
lightened States have adopted laws for the protection of
women in industry. So this administration decided to single
out the women employed on W. P. A. for special attention.
And so they placed these women, or at least the overwhelm-
ing majority of them, in a special “B"” classification, and
reduced their wages from $8 to $9 a month. And so these
women throughout the country, coming home to their father-
less children, with their wages cut 15 to 20 percent, can give
their story when the children ask for milk: “You see, chil-
dren, this is the abundance of the Congress and the
administration.”

W. P. A, WORKERS UNABLE TO COLLECT EVEN THEIR REDUCED PAY

I have recently been interested in knowing whether the
W. P. A. workers get every month at least this miserable
security wage. I have been struck by the situation which
has recently occurred, a situation that I think has not yet
been brought to light. In many parts of the country, even

Colonel

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

1609

including the South, projects were unable to operate in many
cases for a period of weeks, due to the cold wave. In the
situations affecting many hundreds of thousands of W. P. A.
workers, the workers could not even get their security wage.

In some cases the projects were closed for 2 weeks, 3
weeks, a month. The workers were told that all they could
do was to “make up the time at some future date.” I know
that within the last few weeks an appeal was made to Presi-
dent Roosevelt and to Colonel Harrington to step into the
picture and do something to alleviate the distress to these
employees of the Federal Government. What was the an-
swer? W. P. A. could do nothing but just permit them to
make up the time in the future, maybe 2, or 3, or 4 months
hence.

It is true that surplus commodities were offered to these
hungry employees of the Federal Government, but these com=
modities were offered in emergency situations and then on the
basis of the generous additional allowance of one-half cent
per person per meal. Let us look at this for a moment. Here
are needy people on W. P. A. They have passed a relief test
proving that they have no other resources. Cold weather
comes, thus increasing their need for food, clothing, and
shelter. What does a generous Government do? It says that
in cases of real emergency it will increase their surplus-com-
modity allowance from 1 cent a meal per person to 1'% cents
per meal. This is not Russia. This is not Germany. This
is not Mussolini’s Italy. This is not India, or even China, or
Japan. This is America under the New Deal.

I want to touch again on this question of the 130-hour
month. As we know, we lengthened the hours of labor for
W. P. A. workers, cutting out the prevailing wages, and this
was one of the causes of the protest strikes which I have re-
ferred to in this Glotzbach matter. There have been two
interesting results of this 130-hour month. The first result
is that it prevents W. P. A. workers from fully making up
their time lost because the projects do not operate or because
of illness. It is my belief that if we are going to keep the
130-hour month we ought to guarantee the payment every
month at least of that miserable security wage, if the worker
is prevented from working through no fault of his own.
There has been a second result which Members of this Sen-
ate should know. We are all interested in having the W. P. A.
workers get their share of private employment, yet I want to
know how they are going to do it if they work 130 hours a
month, and in many cases spend another 60 hours a month
in going to and from the job.

ADMINISTRATION TO BLAME FOR DISTURBANCES ON WORK PROJECTS

What I have attempted to do here is to show the gentlemen
of this House what some of the effects were of the bill we
passed last summer. Here we have fired hundreds of thou-
sands of workers on the 18-month clause and caused them
endless suffering. We took away their prevailing wages, we
cut their monthly wages, we prevent them from even earning
the miserable monthly wage, and yet we wonder why there
has been disturbances on the projects. I say that if there
have been troubles on the projects the administration is re-
sponsible because of the blundering treatment of this problem.

NEW RECESSION UNDER WAY

But some of you will say that these problems are small;
that we should deal with larger problems of our economic
situation. Let us look at them. Today cur Nation is enter-
ing a new recession. The war boom, which stirred so many
to believe that the depression is over, has now collapsed. The
Federal Reserve Board index of production, which was 128 in
December 1939, is now down to 112. There are predictions
that it will touch 100 before it is over. This would mean that
the index would be back to exactly where it was in July 1939,
and that over 1,000,000 workers who recently got jobs will be
fired. As a matter of fact, with 600,000 new job seekers en-
tering the market, we will have 600,000 more unemployed
than before the boom started. This will probably bring our
total unemployment up to more than 11,000,000.

Here is the calculation: In July 1929 there were 36,700,000
employed in nonagricultural industries. There were 2,000,000
unemployed, or a total of 38,700,000 available workers. By
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July 1940, 6,600,000 new workers will have entered the job
market in the ensuing 11 years. This makes a total of
45,300,000 available workers in the nonagricultural industries.

By July 1940 it is probable that total employment in the
industries will not be larger than 33,500,000. This would
leave a total unemployment well over 11,000,000.

Now, it would seem as a matter of common sense, with this
storm rushing toward us, that we put up an umbrella. In-
creased purchasing power in the hands of the masses of peo-
ple might help to avert the effect of this recession. Yet what
do we plan to do? On the basis of the appropriation passed
by this Congress last summer, W. P. A, will be laying off
800,000 workers between now and the 30th of June. And if
we pass only the $1,000,000,000, as requested by the Presi-
dent, another 300,000 will be discharged between July and
September. In other words, instead of doing the sensible
thing of putting up an umbrella, we are going to go out and
get ourselves drenched to the skins. Instead of increasing
purchasing power at a time when private employment will
be decreasing, we plan to fire over 1,100,000. We plan to
stop their pay checks from going into the hands of mer-
chants, landlords, farmers, I ask Senators is this common
sense?

ARMAMENT EXPENDITURES DO NOT OFFSET SEVERE W. P. A. CUT

Well, some say part of this cut in W. P. A. will be offset
by armament expenditures. But will it? Any Government
economist can tell you two things about W. P. A. and about
armament expenditures. He can tell you that the W, P. A.
dollar is the fastest moving dollar in the country; in other
words, it produces the greatest net return in trade, purchas-
ing power, and employment. He will tell you also that the
armament dollar is the most sterile dollar in the country.
It produces the fewest number of jobs; it produces the great-
est profits. These profits often amount to 30 percent or
more of the total outlay of the Government. It is doubtful
in the next 4 or 5 months if armament expenditures will
give employment to more than 100,000 of the 1,100,000
people who will be discharged from W. P. A. At the same
time, also, we will be cutting farm security, N. ¥. A., and
C. C. C. expenditures. Before we build up these piles of
armaments at the expense of the needy people of this coun-
try, let us give thought of who is to man the armaments. A

survey of the National Youth Administration showed that -

in underprivileged families the health of 43 percent of the
youth was so impaired that they probably would be rejected
for employment by private industry. Obviously then, they
would also be rejected by our armed forces.

Today Government economists could tell us that the only
thing that prevents this recession from becoming a full-
fledged collapse, as took place in 1937, is our export trade.
This trade, as I will show, is composed largely today of war
materials. It is interesting to raise the question of what
would happen if England and France were to decide along
about May or June that they would have to stop their pur-
chases on a cash-and-carry basis and demand credit and
ships. In the face of our weakened domestic situation,
would they not be in a position to exert a great deal of lever-
age to force us to abandon the cash-and-carry plan? What
I am trying to point out here is that the policy we are now
pursuing is not only endangering the lives and welfare of
our own people but it is endangering our peace as well.

When I deal with the pitiful provisions in the Relief Act
passed last summer, I am trying to show its effect upon the
whole life of this Nation.

I think it is about time we stop deluding ourselves and the
people on this question of aid to the unemployed. We have
seen three recovery waves dashed on the rocks of stupidity and
selfishness. Are we going to continue to play around with this
problem for 10 years more? Will the people stand for our
experimenting around with it for 10 years more? It is about
time we realized that we cannot preserve either our peace, our
democracy, or liberties by starving fifteen to twenty million
men, women, and children. We have to devise a program that
is going to provide work and security for the American people
at peacetime and not wartime pursuits. We have to stop
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these makeshift W. P. A. appropriations to last for 6 or 7
months or a year, and plan a works program to build schools,
as well as battleships, hospitals as well as guns, roads and
libraries and rural improvements as well as ammunition. We
have to give our youth something to look forward to except
poverty or war.

‘We have to provide a real works program to give real jobs,
real work, and real wages. And then we will not have the
kind of situation that occurred in Minneapolis and in other
parts of the country,

I wish to recall the fact that we had a very fine gentle-
man at the head of this activity in Minnesota a while ago,
a former Representative in Congress, Mr. Christgau. There
was no objection to him personally; he was a fine man,
but the policy he pursued was such that he was forced
out of that office by labor in Minnesota. In spite of the fact
that those above him said they would not discharge him, he
was discharged, and, unless the gentlemen whose nominations
are now before the Senate and which I assume are about to
be confirmed, take a leaf from that record and mend their
ways, they may find that the power of labor still exists in
Minnesota,

Such a situation existed there that less than living wages
were paid, and then many workers were thrown off and
could not get back on the rolls. Then, of course, conditions
became worse instead of better. Their protests were not
heeded. You may call it a strike or a protest, or whatever
you like, but I call attention to the fact that the court in
this case made the statement—I think Senators saw the
opinion, and I ask to have that portion of the instructions
to the jury inserted in the Recorp—that these men had a
right to protest and had a right to strike against these con-
ditions, of course not using any violence or committing any
overt acts; but they had a right to gather for protest and
to strike and to picket and to urge others to join them, so
long as it was a peaceful procedure and without overt acts
or force,

This may well be the beginning—I would it were the end—
of other instances like this. In a number of other States
the same thing occurred, perhaps on a little smaller seale in
some other States. Some of the clippings which I have in-
serted in the Recorp prove that statement.

I ask to have inserted in the Recorp at this point part of
the instructions of the court to which I have referred.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the ex-
tracts referred to will be inserted in the REcorb.

The matter referred to is as follows:

RIGHT TO STRIKE, AS STATED BY JUDGE JOYCE

Judge Joyce, in his charge to the jury, plainly stated that the
defendants had a right to strike against the Government. On Octo-
ber 16, 1939, at 3:45, Judge Joyce, in his charge to the jury which
sat in the case of the United States of America v. Myron A. Phil-
lips, John Marshal, Leslie Wachter, Arnocld Mullen, Ben Palmer,
Carl Pemble, Richard L. Connell, and Gordon T. Smith, also knoun
a3 Gordon Peterson, on page 27, said:

“They (the defendants) had a right to quit work and they had
a right to strike and to protest conditions which to them appeared
unjust or oppressive, and by peaceful and proper means to seek
others to join them in protest and to support their cause by stop-
ping work; and in furthering their efforts they had a right to in-
dulge in peaceful picketing. Modern and enlightened laws enacted
by Congress and interpreted by the courts have long since recog-
nized such rights as existing."

Mind you, it was not Tom Davis, one of the defense attorneys;
it was not one of the defendants who uttered that statement, but
it was the Federal judge of the United States District Court of the
Fourth Divislon, District of Minnesota, who said that these defend-
ants had a right to strike.

On October 19, 1839, 1:30 p. m., on page 14, Judge Joyce once"
more stated that these workers had a right to strike when he deliv-
ered his charge to the jury sitting in the case of The United States
of America v, William Reiley, Milton McLean, Charles R. Moore, and
Charles Connors.

Mr. McEELLAR., Mr. President——

Mr. LUNDEEN. I shall be very happy to have the Senator
read from the instructions to the jury.

Mr. McEKELLAR. The Senator, in reading the other day
before the committee, read down to the word “existing.” I
asked that there might go in the committee record, and I
now ask that there may go in the ConGrESsIONAL RECORD, the
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matter coming immediately after that which has just been
put in the Recorp by the Senator from Minnesota.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 1Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from Tennessee? Without objection, it
is so ordered. ;

Mr. LUNDEEN. Am I to understand that this extract is
to follow the other extracts from the instructions to the jury?

Mr, McKELLAR. Yes. I will read the matter to which I
refer:

But the rights just enumerated gave no basis for nor accorded
to no person or persons the right to resort to intimidation, threats,
force, or viclence, or the doing of any other act prohibited by law,
resorted to for the purpose of enforeing or compelling a yielding to
his or their demands. One may avail himself of any peaceful and
lawful means to better his condition or the condition of others with
whom he believes he possesses Interests in common.

Mr. LUNDEEN. That, of course, does not conflict with the
original statement I made. It merely amplifies it, and I think
it is in line with the statement I made.

I chould like to mention this fact: The great American
Congress will have to deal with labor on W. P. A. in a slightly
different manner than we did under the law which was
passed, unless we wish to have more protests and more diffi-
culties, because these men and their families were forced into
destitution and poverty such as cannot be described on this
floor.

* With the permission of the Senate, at a later time, I shall
take opportunity to do so at a more favorable hour.

I believe that the voice of labor should be heeded. When
they gather in conventions or pass resolutions, they should
be inserted in the Recorp of the Congress for the information
of Senators, and we should act favorably upon them. I hope
the time may soon come when we will pass laws along this
line so that there will be no objection, protest, and strikes.

I cannot understand how the administration is willing to
send here the names of men who follow a policy hostile to
labor. They built up a background which is hostility itself
to the best interests of these men who were in W. P. A., and
who were forced on the rolls by circumstances over which
they had no control.

In this connection I may say that the business index is
not favorable. It indicates a further depression; and men
by the hundreds of thousands will be thrown off these rolls
in the near future. I have stated that in some cases men
were thrown off the rolls and were given as little as 1 cent
per meal per day, and then they finally received an increase
of one-half cent, so that it made the total a cent and a half
per meal per day. I do not know that I should amplify that
statement. I think it speaks for itself.

Mr. WILEY. Mr, President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from
Minnesota yield to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr, LUNDEEN. I do.

Mr. WILEY. I have listened to the remarks of the Sen-
ator. I should like to know just what these two gentlemen
have been guilty of that would disqualify them for the posi-
tions to which they have been nominated. I do not under-
stand just what they have done.

Mr. LUNDEEN. They have not been accused of any
crime, so far as I know. They pursued toward labor a policy
which brought about protests and strikes. They appeared
at the trial and testified against labor, so that they brought
upon themselves the protests and objections to their con-
firmation which I have here, from William Green, the Min-
nesota State Federation of Labor, the Central Labor Union,
the Labor Review of Minneapolis, the publication called
Labor—the organ of the railway brotherhoods here—and
many other newspapers and periodicals. It was more a policy
pursued than any specific thing, I will say to the Senator.

Mr. President, I include here two editorials bearing on this
most important question.

THREE MILLION STARVING AS W. P. A, CUT RESULT

WasHINGTON.—How the millions dropped from relief rolls last
summer are living was revealed this week by Col. Francis C. Har-
rington, W. P. A. Administrator, in a report showing what happened
to 775,000 families, representing more than 3,000,000 such cases.
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This e was made compulsory by the last rellef-appropriation
bill, which contained the so-called Woodrum amendments. One
stipulated that all persons who had been on W. P. A. rolls 18 months
should be turned adrift.

Of the 775,000 persons laid off, 675,000 are still without jobs.
Many of them are almost without food.

Families whose breadwinners were not reassigned to W, P. A. jobs
have been compelled to exist on an average income of $3.23 a week,
More than 20 percent have no income whatever. Some are helped
by relatives, others are begging for unsalable food, still others are
foraging in garbage pails. Some have dled because they did not
have medical care.

Children have been kept out of school for lack of food and cloth-
ing. Insurance policies have lapsed, household equipment and per-
sonal belongings have gone to pawnbrokers. Gas and electricity
have been shut off and scraps of food were substituted for fuel.
Many families have been evicted.

The Social Security Board disclosed that the average weekly
grant to 6,668,000 persons on direct relief is £5.45 a month.

Congressman CLIFToN A, Woobrum (Democrat, Virginia) has
pledged a majority of the House committee handling relief bills
not to vote for a penny more than $1,000,000,000 for relief this year,

That means, according to Colonel Harrington, that 775,000 addi-
tional families will be on their own after April next.

The Agricultural appropriation bill, reported by the House Ap-
propriations Committee this week, earries about #$500,000,000 less
than was voted a year ago.

MINNEAPOLIS OUTRAGE

The Justice Department did the only sane thing to do in dis-
missing the remaining charges against 125 Minneapolis W. P. A.
strikers. If this action reflects the policy of the new Attorney
General, Robert Jackson, well and good.

But even if it does, it cannot alter the shabby—yes; the reaction-
ary—role of the New Deal in this case, And the sentences dished
out by Federal Judge Joyce, ranging up to 8 months in prison for
the previously convicted “ringleaders,” shows that the quality of
his mercy is strained but too well.

The fact that only the militant Minneapolis strikers were singled
out for prosecution, when the sirike was Nation-wide and espe-
clally strong in Minnesota, New York, and Illinois, indicates some-
ing phoney about the whole business.

And the speech in which Assistant Attorney General Rogge asked
for the dismissals, saying that “the President felt * * * that
the lesson had been learned, that the object sought had been at-
tained,” was a new way of requesting light sentences (which falled
to materialize) as well as a new depth in condescension.

The whole sordid picture—the New Deal's weakening before the
drive against W. P, A. and relief, the inhuman Woodrum amend-
ments, the strike, the vicious police attacks on pickets, Roosevelt's
“you can't strike against the Government" edict, the arrests, the
drumming up of the cases, the fantastic charges of *conspiracy,”
the trial before an antilabor jury of small-business men and
farmers—all this is a tragic token of what goes on here.

Together with the antitrust prosecutions, the increase in arma-
ments, the cuts in relief, the talk of balancing the Budget, the
hints of “emergency” powers, the slashes in farm subsidies and
soclal services—it forms the pattern of the New Deal's "new" line
for the masses: Business first.

That is Roosevelt’s answer to labor and labor’s friends who saw
in him the great messiah who would lead us to the promised land.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, all that Mr. Stolte and
Mr. Glotzbach did was to carry out the instructions which
Colonel Harrington gave them in reference to the execution
of the law. I do not think anything else was done. Colonel
Harrington appeared before the committee and said that at
all times these two gentlemen were acting under his instruc-
tions.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the
Senate advise and consent to the nomination of Linus C.
Glotzbach to be regional director, region VII, Work Projects
Administration? [Putting the question:1 The “ayes” have
it, and the nomination is confirmed.

The question now is, Will the Senate advise and consent to
the nomination of S. L. Stolte to be Work Projects Admin-
istrator for Minnesota? [Putting the question:]1 The “ayes”
have it, and the nomination is confirmed.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, in view of the fact that
it is expected that the Senate will adjourn until Thursday,
and may then adjourn until the following Monday, depend-
ing on the state of the calendar, I ask unanimous consent
that the President be notified of the confirmation of these
two nominations.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY

Mr. BARKLEY. As in legislative session, I move that

the Senate adjourn until Thursday next.
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The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 20
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Thursday, Febru-
ary 22, 1940, at 12 o'clock meridian.

CONFIRMATIONS
Ezxecutive mominations confirmed by the Senate Monday,
February 19, 1940
WORK PROJECTS ADMINISTRATION
Linus C. Glotzbach, to be regional director, Work Proj-
ects Administration, for region VII.
S. L. Stolte, to be Work Projects Administrator for Min-
nesota.
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
Philip B. Fleming, to be Administrator of the Wage and
Hour Division, Department of Labor.

CoLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS
Joseph T. Sylvester, to be collector of customs for cus-
toms collection district No. 1, with headaquarters at Portland,
Maine.
PROMOTIONS AND APPOINTMENTS IN THE Navy
MARINE CORPS

Thomas Holcomb fo be major general.
Holland M. Smith to be brigadier general.
Philip H. Torrey to be brigadier general.
Ross E. Rowell to be brigadier general.
John Marston to be brigadier general.
Samuel M. Harrington to be brigadier general.
Fred S. Robillard to be lieutenant colonel.
Blythe G. Jones to be lieutenant colonel,
Robert C. Kilmartin, Jr., to be lieutenant colonel.
Edward A. Craig to be lieutenant colonel.
Bernard Dubel to be lieutenant colonel.
Leland S. Swindler to be lieutenant colonel.
Ford O. Rogers to be lieutenant colonel.
Walter G. Farrell to be lieutenant colonel.
Ralph R. Robinson to be lieutenant colonel.
Frederick E. Stack to be lieutenant colonel.
John D. Muncie to be major.
William E. Burke to be major.
Robert G. Hunt to be major.
James E. Kerr to be major.
William G. Manley to be major.
Albert D. Cooley to be major.
Theodore A. Holdahl to be major.
William K. Enright to be captain.
Marion A. Fawcett to be captain.
Robert O, Bisson to be captain,
James G. Smith to be captain.
James F. Climie to be captain.
David S. McDougal to be captain.
William A. Kengla to be captain.
Ralph L. Houser to be first lieutenant.
Charles S. Todd to be first lieutenant.
Charles J. Seibert, 2d, to be first lieutenant.
James W. Keene to be second lieutenant.
William C. Kellum to be second lieutenant.
John F. Kinney to be second lieutenant.
Roger C. Power, Jr., to be second lieutenant.
Richard K. Schmidt to be second lieutenant.
Walter M. Henderson to be chief marine gunner,
Carl M. McPherson to be chief quartermaster clerk,
Clyde T. Smith to be chief quartermaster clerk,
George R. Frank to be chief pay clerk.
John H. Rath to be chief pay clerk.
POSTMASTERS

CALIFORNIA
Fred G. Sutherland, Pasadena.
Ray O. Caukin, Sierra Madre.

MINNESOTA.

Roman A. Schmid, Avon.
Harry M. Koop, Crosby.
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James E. Cashman, Owatonna.,
Mary E. Herron, Watertown.

NEW YORK
Fred T. Frisby, Franklin Square.

Ida J. Posten, Greenwood Lake.

H. Greeley Howland, Hamden.
William G. Mollitor, Hicksville,
James A. Wigg, Hyde Park.

Clifton R. Ericsson, Kennedy.

Frank J. Ball, Lancaster.

Wesley Terry Howland, Leonardsville,
Edward J. Murtaugh, Lockport.
Sylvia F. Eenney, Long Eddy.

Paul F. Plante, Mooers.

Lee H. Starr, Morris.

Francis T. Callan, Mumford.

William H. Miller, Narrowsburg.
Robert F. Talbot, New Berlin.

Minnie Losty Smith, New Lebanon.
Jay Zimmerman, New Paltz.

Jay W. Lee, New Woodstock.

Francis G. Van Emmerik, Oakdale Station.
George R. Hunter, Pine Plains.

Anne R. Cardona, Rocky Point.
George L. O'Marra, Romulus.
Catherine L. O’Leary, Roslyn Heights.
Archibald O. Abeel, Round Lake,
Virginia L. Paris, Sackets Harbor.
Margaret A. Dowd, Salamanca.

Leo B. Bennett, Schenevus.

Augustus D. Seeber, South Dayton.
Lewis S. Filkins, Stattsburg.

John Newton Post, Stanfordville.
Thomas F. Cunningham, Ticonderoga.
Robert B. Casey, Washingtonville,
Gail B. Liner, Wassaic.

Charles O'Connor, Westbury.

Clifford J. Fleckenstein, West Valley.
George W. Probasco, Whitesville.
Edward B. Buckley, Willard.

WEST VIRGINIA
Charles B. Linger, Terra Alta.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
MonNDAY, FEBRUARY 19, 1940

The House met at 12 o'clock noon and was called to order
by the Speaker.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D,
offered the following prayer:

O heavenly Father, Giver of peace and rest to all man-
kind, look down upon Thy children. We pray that our
labors may be great in their reality and appealing in their
understanding. May we learn from the glory of our ancient
faith the sacredness of life, the duty and the joy of right-
eous speech; thus may we reflect the holy life of Him whom
we worship. We pray for faith triumphant even as the
world is carrying in its breast the gushing fountain of
poisonous hate, give us an increasing certainty that all
things work together for good to them that love God. As
we bravely face life with its countless distractions, crown
us with an unfailing and unwithering strength of our holy
religion. We praise Thee that neither height nor depth, nor
any other creature can separate us from the love of God
which is in Christ Jesus our Lord. Inspire us to adorn the
House of Life with those fidelities which are the foretaste
of the life eternal, in cur Saviour’s name, in love and
mercy be Thou with our dear Speaker and the Congress
and may no plague come nigh their dwelling places. Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, February 186,
1940, was read and approved.
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INAUGURATION OF PRESIDENT-ELECT ON JANUARY 20, 1941
The SPEAKER. Pursuant to Senate Concurrent Reso-
lution No. 32, the Chair appoints the following Members on
the joint committee to make the necessary arrangements
for the inauguration of the president-elect on January 20,
1941:
Mr. RaysurN, of Texas, Mr. DoucHTON, of North Carolina,
and Mr. MarTIN of Massachusetts.

READING OF WASHINGTON'S FAREWELL ADDRESS

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the order of the House of
February 8, 1940, the Chair designates the gentleman from
New York [Mr. CrRowrHER|, to read Washington’s Farewell
Address on February 22 next.

HON. J. H. (CYCLONE) DAVIS

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanjgnous consent to
proceed for one minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no cbjection.

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have asked for this time
to announce the death of a former very able and distinguished
Member of this House, the Honorable J. H. (Cyclone) Davis,
who served in this body in 1914-16 as Congressman at Large
from Texas.

Judge Davis passed away January 31, 1940, at his home
in Kaufman, Tex., following a lingering illness of 2 years.

Hon. James Harvey Davis was born in Pickens District,
S. C., December 24, 1852, the son of W. B. and Salina Moore
Davis, and came with his parents in early childhood to Winns-
boro, Tex., where he lived until he attained manhood. Scon
after his marriage to Miss Belle Barton, born in Bellview,
Rusk County, Tex., December 1, 1853, the daughter of Col.
James Mattison Barton and Emily Miller Barton, he with
his bride became citizens of Mount Vernon, Tex., where he
lived until 1892, at which time they moved to Sulphur Springs,
Tex. With the exception of the 2-year residence in Wash-
ing, D. C., when Judge Davis was serving in Congress, he
remained & resident of Sulphur Springs until 2 years before
his death. Interment was made in the City Cemetery at
Sulphur Springs, by the side of his first wife, Mrs. Belle
Barton Davis, who died September 7, 1934.

The first bill ever to be introduced in Congress providing for
drafting money the same as men in the event of war was
introduced by Judge Davis during his service in Congress.
The bill was introduced after many conferences with the then
Secretary of War, the Honorable Newton Baker.

During his entire life he was a crusader for the poor, the
weak, and the unfortunate. For this reason he was never a
rich man in this world’s goods, but he built a life that will
be remembered long after riches would have been forgotten.
He did not receive the credit that he was justly entitled to
receive for helping to initiate and sell to the country many
progressive and humane measures that have been adopted
in recent years. But the people who knew him will not for-
get the many and great contributions that he made in their
interest and for their welfare.

I am inserting herewith an Associated Press article that
appeared in the newspapers of the Nation soon after his
death which discloses his interesting career:

KAUFMAN, TEx., January 31.—J. H. (Cyclone) Davis, 85, one-time
Texas Congressman at Large, and prohibition leader, died here
Wednesday.

The bearded, widely-known politician lately had interested him-
self in old-age pension questions,

Burvivors include his widow and four sons, Arlon B. (Cyclone)
Davis, of Dallas; Valton Davis and Roy Davis, of Sulphur Springs;
and Landon Davis, of Hamlin; and a brother, Dr. Jeff Davis, of Roby.

It was in the Populist movement that blanketed the agrarian sec-
tions of the country in the decade before the turn of the century
that Cyclone Davis attained his greatest prominence. He was one
of the founders of the group that split from the old parties and
grew into the Populist Party.

Davis, with evangelical zeal and burning oratory, threw himself
into the movement that placed an aggresisve bloc in Congress.

Davis won the brevet, “Cyclone,” afterward made a part of his
legal name, in upholding a cause of the farmers. In March 1894
he debated the question at issue with Watt Hardin, attorney gen-

eral of Eentucky, in that State's capitol, and was described in a
newspaper story as “a cyclone from Texas."

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

1613

For years thereafter “the Honorable Cyclone Davis of Texas" was
food for the impish humor of Dana’s New York Sun, along with
Bimpson, “the sockless Socrates of Medicine Lodge.”

Davis was brought to Texas when 2 years old by his parents,
W. B. and Elma Davis, from South Carolina, where he was born
December 24, 1853. He was educated in the district or *“common”
schools, as he defined them, and taught school 5 years, beginning
at 21,

In 1879, when 26, he was licensed to practice law and, as county
Jjudge of Franklin County during the administration of Governor
Roberts, was said to be the youngest man on the bench in Texas.
He practiced law 20 years and published a newspaper 17 years. In
the latter capacity he was one of the founders of the Texas Press
Association and one of its early presidents.

Davls interested himself in politics at an early age, joining the
old Grange when 19, and for many years was one of the leaders of
farmers’ movements. In 1884 Davis and a group of other friends
of Thomas A. Hendricks won wide publicity at the Democratic Na-
tional Convention for their “slinging bandanna” handkerchiefs,
and the tall, bearded Texan clung io that symbol of the proletariat
throughout his life. The convention of 1884 nominated Grover
Cleveland and Hendricks, the first Democratic Presidential ticket
elected since the Civil War,

Since 1934 Davis had been the only surviver of a group of 70
prominent workers in behalf of the election of William J. Bryan in
the Presidential campaign of 1900.

The only public office Davis held outside his home region was
Representative at Large in the Sixty-fourth and Sixty-fifth Con-

gresses.
AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE AND THE DIESEL ENGINE

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there cbjection to the request of the
gentleman from Missouri?

There was no chjection.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr, Speaker, there is on the high scas at
the present time the fastest freighter that ever sailed from a
United States port flying the American flag. Known as the
Mormacpenn, the ship is propelled by four 7-cylinder 2-cycle
Busch-Sulzer Diesel engines and develops 9,000 horsepower.
The engines were constructed by the Busch-Sulzer Diesel
Engine Co., of St. Louis, the pioneers in the development of
Diesel engines in this country.

Naturally the engines are the latest type of Diesels. The
cost to the corporation of developing this engine was tre-
mendous, requiring research work over a period of many
years.

I have contended for years this country erred in not in-
stalling Diesel engines not only in its merchant marine but
also in Navy ships and Army transports. It is said the Ger-
man pocket battleships have engines somewhat similar in
design to those of the Mormacpenn. Not only is it possible
now to use the cheapest oil due to improvements, but the ship
can fuel in New York and travel around the world without
refueling. Econcmically Diesels operate much below the cost
of the turbine-propelled vessel.

In its recent trials the Mormacpenn reached a speed of
approximately 1914 knots, almost 2 knots above requirements.
The ship will operate between New York and South American
ports, is of 17,500 tons displacement, 492 feet in length, a
cargo capacity of 690,000 cubic feet, 30,000 cubic feet being
refrigerated. It is essentially a cargo vessel, but the ship
contains four large staterooms that will accommodate eight
passengers. The few passengers will be required to eat with
the officers, there being no public rooms on the ship.

The Mormacpenn will reach Pernambuco in 9 days, Bahia
in 10 days, Santos in 14 days, and Rio Grande do Sul in 17
days, arriving at Buenos Aires in 19 days. This is allowing
time in each port for discharge and loading cargo. In the past
our slow freighters handicapped our efforts to get South
American trade, but thanks to the Maritime Commission’s
building program, many speedy cargo ships are now in the
making.

The vessel is so constructed as to provide speedy conversion
into a naval auxiliary in the event of war.

The multiengined geared Diesel design installed in the
Mormacpenn lends itself to economical and safe operation
more than any other type of ship propulsion, as it gives a wide
range of ship speeds with machinery operating at most effi-
cient power. In the case of a turbine vessel or a single direct-
connected Diesel, fuel economy is seriously affected when the
vessel has to run at slow speed. Also this design permits and
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assists readiness to stop and back at full power, whereas the
turbine vessel has less than 50 percent power astern. This
design permits faster and safer maneuvering than does any
other type.

Now, as to relative first cost. For years here in America
there has been a greatly advertised antifactual propaganda
spread around by some of the shipyards and other far-from-
biased “authorities” that the first cost of a motorship was
so much greater than that of a turbine vessel as to completely
destroy the advantages of the former insofar as operating
economy was concerned. This has been several times dis-
proved by actual bids. There have been instances when yards
have bid both ways—turbine versus Diesel—and in which the
motorship price was larger than that of the steamer by more
. than the bid price of the Diesel engines. Such bids did
not always come from yards equipped for building their own
turbines, boilers, and so forth. Yards equipped to build steam
machinery have a very good reason for preferring to build a
steamer, as the latter permits productive use of expensive
plant equipment which would be idle were the yard to have
to buy Diesel engines.

The only yard at present equipped to build Diesels has fre-
guently bid turbine or Diesel drive at the same price; at times
it has bid lower for motorship construction.

In carrying out its building program for furnishing the large
number of greatly needed American merchant vessels of sev-
eral classes, types, and sizss, the Maritime Commission wisely
decided to develop modern ships of Diesel as well as turbine
propulsion. I here quote a paragraph from an article pre-
pared by Admiral Land, Chairman of the Maritime Commis-
sion, for publication in the August 1939 Marine Engineering
and Shipping Review:

There are two major contributions by the Commission to the tech-
nical development of the shipbullding industry. One is the high-
pressure, high-temperature steam turbine power plant which is
being experimentally installed in one of the Commissicn's C-3 type
vessels. The other is not so much a development as a recognition—
a recognition of the value and feasibility of the Diesel engine in all
kinds of American merchant vessels. Before the Maritime Commis-
sion's building program got under way Diesel installations in this
country were relatively few. Shipbuilders were equipped to build
steam turbine ships. They had been building them for many years
and saw no reason why they should humor the cccasional ship
cperator who preferred the efficlency or the cleanliness of the Diesel.

As Admiral Lands says, the Diesel engine has finally been
recognized. This recognition has been a long time on the way,
but powerful interests from a selfish standpoint have left
nothing undone to defeat efforts to advance the Diesel. His-
tory of ship construction shows the csuccess that resulted from
their campaigns, but by actual performance I predict the
Diesel will demonstrate it is superior from every standpoint.

I have addressed myself on this subject several times in the
past, my first remarks being made 10 years ago.

I sought recognition for the Diesel over this period and
was bitterly disappointed when the three new ships for the
Panama Line, a Government-owned corporation, were con-
structed. It so happened that I was responsible for the con-
struction of those ships. I sailed on two of the old Panama
Line ships, used as cargo ships during the construction of
the Panama Canal and reconstructed as cargo passenger
ships after the Canal was completed. They had outlived
their usefulne:s, were extremely slow, but so constructed as
to be able to weather a severe storm, many of which they
had encountered in their years of service. In talking to the
captains of the ships and also to the Governor of the Canal
Zone, I learned there was a special replacement fund in the
Treasury amounting to several millions of dollars that could
only be used to replace these ships.

On my return to Washington I contacted the President.
During our conversation I could see he doubted that I knew
what I was talking about when I told him I found money in
the Treasury that could only be allocated for ship construc-
tion. He promised to investigate and shortly thereafter he
wrote me and advised he had ordered the ships replaced
with money from this special fund which he found as I
told him he would. Enowing the President’s interest in
ships I talked to him about installing Diesel engines in the
new vessels, A private naval architect was employed and in
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the end the old turbine lobby again used its influence with
the result that turbines rather than Diesels propelled the
ships.

= HISTORY OF THE DIESEL ENGINE

After 17 years of study and experimentation Dr. Rudolph
Diesel, of Munich, Germany, in 1897, completed a successful
new type of power-producing engine with a higher thermal
efficiency than any other type that has been produced before
or since.

In collaboration with the engineers of Krupp, and Augs-
burg Machine Works, of Germany, Sulzer Bros., of Switzer-
land, and Mr. Adolphus Busch, of St. Louis, Dr. Diesel
developed the commercial engine that bears his name. Al-
though the outstanding advantages of this new type of
power-producing engine were at once recognized, it tock
about 10 years to introduce the Diesel in small sizes and
another 10 years for it to gain a position as a serious com-
petitor of steam engines, which had become well established
as the accepted type of power plant.

During the past 40 years the Diesel engine has been
thorcughly tried out in both stationary and marine service,
and has shown a thermal efficiency which has never been
approached by any other type of heat engine. In the aver-
age steam plant less than 15 percent of the heat energy
contained in fuel is converted into mechanical energy; in
the largest and most modern steam plants less than 25 per-
cent of the heat energy contained in fuel is converted into
mechanical energy; while in the Diesel engine, with utiliza-
tion of waste heat in cooling water and exhaust gases, over
40 percent of the heat energy contained in the fuel is con-
verted into mechanical energy.

In those countries in Europe where cheap fuel is not avail-
able, stationary Diesel engine power plants have been widely
installed. Chile has an interconnected Diesel power plant
system of over 40,000 horsepower. In Shanghai, China, is a
37,000 horsepower stationary Diesel plant.

But the greatest adcption of the Diesel engine has been
for the propulsion of ships which must carry their own
fuel. As the Diesel burns less fuzl than steam engines with
the same amount of fuel bunker, the ship can carry more
cargo or can purchase fuel in the port of call where fuel is
cheapest in price and bunker sufficient for the round voyage.
Also the Diesel propelling engine takes up less space than
the steam plant. It requires no warming up, while a steam
plant must be slowly fired several hours before being placed
in operation. Again the simple Diesel engine is self-con-
tained, without such extensive auxiliary apparatus as steam
boilers and condensers that are necessary for the steam
engine, and therefore the Diesel propelling plant requires a
smaller operating crew.

With the trend toward high-speed ocean transportation
the cost of fuel has become an ever-increasing part of the
cost of ship operation, and because of its greater efficiency
and lower consumption of fuel the Diesel has to a great
degree superseded steam for the propulsion of medium-size
ocean-going passenger and cargo ships.

The unit size of Diesel engines has been rapidly increased.
Some German cruisers are fitted with a Diesel plant. Super-
liners, requiring from 100,000 to 150,000 horsepower, are
fitted with steam turbines, although it appears possible that
at no distant date Diesels will be developed for even such
size plants.

BRIEF HISTORY OF THE AMERICAN DIESEL ENGINE

It was a St. Louisian, the late Mr. Adolphus Busch, who
was directly responsible for the advent of the Ameriean
Diesel-engine industry.

It was Mr. Busch who purchased from Dr. Diesel in
1897 exclusive rights to the Diesel engine for the United
States and Canada. He built at St. Louis in 1898 the first
Diesel in the world to be placed in commercial service,
From 1898 until the expiration of his basic Diesel patents in
1911 Mr. Busch pioneered alone in Diesel building in Amer-
ica, building several hundred stationary engines for installa-
tion in public-utility and industrial plants.

Dr. Diesel, from 1898 until his death in 1913, continued—

‘as advisory engineer, director, and stockholder—his close
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association with the Busch enterprise, the only American
industry in which Dr. Diesel ever participated, or with which
he ever cooperated.

After the expiration of the basic Diesel patents other
American manufacturers began building Diesel engines, until
today there are over 50 American Diesel builders. The lead-
ing American firms have made arrangements for collabora-
tion with leading European firms, especially in late years,
when the more general adoption of the Diesel abroad has
resulted in revolutionary development of new types of im-
proved design and higher efficiency.

Mainly due to the abundance of cheap coal in this coun-
try, the Diesel was not so rapidly adopted for stationary
power plants as it was in other countries.

In the United States there are now thousands of public-
utility Diesel power plants.

One outstanding feature of the Diesel engine is that it
eliminates smoke and ashes and requires only a small water
supply.

Q1 fuel has taken the place of coal in many sections of the
world, and almost entirely is this true in speaking of vessels
constructed by the leading maritime nations. Foreign coun-
tries long since saw the wisdom of installing Diesel engines in
their ships, but it was not until the Maritime Commission
came into being that the Diesel received any reasonable rec-
ognition in this country. Successful operation of the many
ships now under construction in this country that will be pro-
pelled by Diesels will in the end compel this country as well
as private shipowners when constructing ships to install
nothing but Diesel engines.

There is in the making at the present time plans and
spec fications for the construction of an Army transport. I
have zlready called to the attention of the Secretary of War
the successful operation of the Diesel engine. This transport
on every trip will pass through the Panama Canal and cross
the Pacific. From the standpoint of eneconmy in cperation,
the War Department will be more than justified in insisting
Diesel engines be installed in this vessel. With large cor-
porations constructing Diesel engines in every section of the
country, competition in bidding is assured.

In a recent statement before the Senate Appropriations
Committee, Admiral Emory S. Land, chairman of the United
States Maritime Commission, said in part:

The Maritime Commission is seeking to restore the American mer-
chant fleet to its earlier vigor. This in substance, it was directed
to do by the Congress. Looking toward that end, it has undertaken
a long-range construction program, also at the direction of the Con-
gress. The fundamental purpose is to assure the country of a
modern, efficlent, and aggressive merchant fleet. We need it for
our foreign trade in peace and for the transportation of strategic
war materials and as a naval auxiliary in war.

The Commission was created in 1936. Its basic program calls for
the construction of 500 ships over a 10-year period. The new ves-
sels are to provide replacements for obsolete ships and additions to
the fleet where necessary. And I would like to emphasize that we
did not undertake this program before making a very careful study
of the entire merchant-marine problem. Upon the conclusions
reached in that study we based our construction program. In other
words, it was not an idea hatched in haste by an independent
Government agency to be repented at leisure when funds were
denied. Fts principle was insisted upon by the Congress; its detalls
were supplied by us.

The question is frequently asked, What will we do with all these
ghips?

}Emther which has been heard in the publie forum is, With all
our ships being laid up, why are we wasting all this money building
new ones?

The answer to the first is, we are going to use them. The 20
completed are already in service, and operators are waiting for more.

The answer to the second is, we are not laying up “all our ships”
or even a considerable handful.

The fact is, we could use more new ships than we now have
available. And when I say use I mean sell to American operators.

I would like to state that the first type of ship which we have
turned out has been proven the most efficient of its kind in the
world., Compared, for instance, with the Hog Island vessel of the
last war, the new one is 50 percent faster, yet it consumes fuel at
less than half the rate of the old ship. Briefly, gentlemen, that
means that modern American brains and technical skill have turned
out a type of ship which, compared to her predecessor of 20 years ago,
will save in fuel alone 35 to 40 percent of the entire construction cost
over the ship's 20-year economic life span.

Of this type we are building 40. The record will show that we
could sell more than 40.
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I am sure that the members of this committee understand the
importance of this increased vessel efficiency developed by the Com-

mission both in its relation to economy of operation for commercial

purposes and to the national defense, which is thereby assured of
a fast and able auxiliary.

Mr. Speaker, the days of experimentation insofar as the
Diesel engine is concerned are behind us. What we want now
is not only a navy second to none but a merchant marine sec-
ond to none. That can be accomplished by the construction
of vessels of the best and most efficient type, fitted and
equipped with the most modern, most efficient, and the most
economical engines, machinery, and commercial appliances.
It has been demonstrated the most efficient and economical
engines are Diesels. Nothing but Diesels should be installed
in our new cargo ships and transports, and we should also
start placing them in Navy vessels.

Mr. Cocuran asked and was given permission to extend
his remarks and to include therein certain statements of
Admiral Land before a Senate committee.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the REcorp and to include therein
a statement by Gov. Roy E. Ayers, of Montana, before the
Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Montana?

There was no cbjection.

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con=
sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp and fo include a
spzech made by me in Chicago at a road convention, relative
to highways.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Oklahoma?

There was no objection.

WESTERN OR OLD SETTLER CHEROKEES

Mr. ROGERS of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, the matter pro-
vided for in the bill (H. R. 4498) for the relief of the Western
or Old Settler Cherockees, and for other purposes, has been
taken care of in the Deficiency Act of August 9, 1939, and I
therefore ask unanimous consent that the bill may be laid
on the table.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Oklahoma?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. McKEOUGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the REcorp and to inciude therein a
leiter received by me from the Polish American Council,
Chicago, Ill.,, with reference to Polish relief in Poland.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

CALIFORNIA ORANGES

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to proceed for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. Speaker, in a few min-
utes there will be delivered to the two cloakrooms some boxes
of oranges which I have arranged to have come here from
the very heart of the district which I represent. [Applause.]

I hope that everybody will enjoy the oranges and I hope, as
you eat them, you will remember the contributions that
California has made to the welfare of the United States and
the contribution that she is now making, and as we come to
you from time to time to appeal to you to understand our
problems, that you may remember the sweetness of these
oranges and that it may symbolize in your mind the good
will of our great State. [Applause.]

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-

sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by including an



1616

article that appeared in the Foreign BService magazine
entitled “Legislative Hurdles.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BRYSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my own remarks in the Recorp and to include a short
editorial on the subject of freight rates.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorp and include an article
from the Atlanta Constitution.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

CALIFORNIA YOUTH LEGISLATURE

Mr. GEYER of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to proceed for 1 minute and to extend my remarks
by printing a certain resolution.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GEYER of California. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my
hand a resolution adopted by the State Council of the Cali-
fornia Youth Legislature at their meeting held in Fresno,
Calif., February 3 and 4, 1940. This resolution opposes Army
recruiting within the National Youth Administration.

I wish to state that I agree with these young people in their
opposition to such practice. When I recall that there is a
great demand to militarize the C. C. C., and that both the
N. Y. A.and C. C. C. are made up of those who come from the
lowest economic strata of scciety, I become alarmed at the
trend.

Is it possible that we are planning to make cannon fodder
of those whom industry and commerce cannot use? Is the
Army going to be allowed to send smooth-talking recruiting
officers into the midst of these young people, most of whom
are busily engaged in completing their education? Are these
young folks to be talked into enlisting into the service at the
expense of the betterment of their mental training?

I do not wish to be misunderstood. I am not opposed to
Army service. We need a well-trained Army in these troubled
times.

What I am opposed to is the trend toward making one class
of our society bear the burden for all classes. These young
people who by accident of birth are the children of parents of
victims of a fast-changing society should not bear the burden
of protecting the lives and property of other young folk whose
parents still are fortunate enough to have a fortune or a job.
If the national safety demands recruits and the Army is
unable to get them through the regular channels let us go
about the matter in a way in keeping with a democracy. Let
us not take advantage of the unfortunate situation of these
people and induce them to do something they might regret
for the remainder of their lives. After all, this business of
being a soldier is a pretty serious undertaking these days.

There are these who claim that it is a great privilege to
have the training that the Army gives and that the children
of the poor are fortunate, indeed, to have the opportunity.
To these I say, “If it is a good thing for the poor it is equally
good for the well-to-do and the rich,” and a cross section of
all society should be the recipient of all the benefits this
training affords. I would much prefer conscription to such
undemocratic method as is to be used. Even Hitler plays no
favorites when it comes to bearing the military burden.

I compliment the California Youth Legislature for its alert-
ness in detecting undemocratic trends.

Resolution adopted by State Council of California Youth Legisla-

ture, meeting in Fresno, February 3-4, 1940, on Army recruiting

and Natiomal Youth Administration

Whereas Army recruiting officers have been given the authority
to demand and obtain from the National Youth Administration
complete lists of the youth workers employed by National Youth
Administration at any time, for the purposes of recruiting them
into the Army; and

Whereas upon the demand of the Army, the National Youth
Administration is to arrange and sponsor meetings of its youth
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employees, so that Army representatives may come to them for the
purpose of recruiting them into the Army; and

Whereas such control by the Army of the civillan departments of
the Government constitutes a threat to demomtic government, the
“begLang of military regimentation of government administra-

on; an

Whereas such control further constitutes the start of the mili-
tarization of American youth, and therefore is a threat ta the
freedom and civil rights of young people; and

Whereas the President of the United States is responsible for
the administration of the Army and the National Youth Adminis-
tration; and even he has not the right to so alter the purposes
and functions of the National Youth Administration, which are
defined by law as for the relief of needy young people; and

Whereas we vigorously oppose all steps toward militarization of
the American people: Therefore, be it

Resolved, That the State Council of the California Youth Legis-
lature demand that:

1. National Youth Administrator Williams instantly withdraw his
order authorizing the furnishing of lists by National Youth Ad-
ministration to the Army; and authorizing the use of National
Youth Administration for other military purposes.

2. The Secretary of War forbid the intrusion of his subordinates
into the operation of the civillan departments.

3. The President issue appropriate orders to carry out the fore-
going, and notify the employees of National Youth Administra-
tion of his acticn, so they will be able to resume their work and
study with reasonable hope and security; and be it further

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be sent to the President
of the United States, the Vice President, the Speaker of the House
of Representatives, the administrators of the Federal .Security
Agency, and the National Youth Administration, and the National
Youth Administration of California; and to Mrs. Eleanor Roose-
velt; the American Youth Congress; and the press.

REPUBLICAN CONVENTION

Mr. RANKIN., Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
address the House for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, the Republican Party is evi-
dently going to hold its convention in the dark this year.
They have just issued a long document, a preliminary plat-
form, in which they completely dodge the power question,
except to attack the T. V, A. and its yardstick, about which
they show they know practically nothing, offer no relief from
the exorbitant electric light and power rates the people are
now paying, and promise no help for rural electrification,
a matter in which farmers are most vitally interested.

I submit that this document ought to be published in
Braille so that they can read it in the dark in their con-
vention, because if they follow out the policy this platform
indicates they would impose on the American people; that
convention will be a complete blackout. [Applause.]

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. RODGERS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the REecorp
and to include a brief communication from a businessman
on the business situation.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the ReEcorp and to include
a speech I delivered at Fremont, W. Va.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LEWIS of Ohio. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to extend my remarks and to include an article from
the Bel Air Daily Leader of January 22, 1940.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. REECE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks by printing a copy of a speech
I delivered at Chattanooga, Tenn., in celebration of Lincoln’s
Birthday, and likewise by printing a copy of a resolution or
memorial relating to the late Representative J. Will Taylor.

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.
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Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my own remarks in the Recorp and to include two
short editorials.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my own remarks in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by including an
address delivered by Mr. Frank Gannett.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr, SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I was granted consent to
address the House today at the conclusion of the legislative
program. I ask unanimous consent that that privilege be
moved up to Friday, February 23.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

CoNSENT CALENDAR

The SPEAKER. This is Consent Calendar day. The
Clerk will call the first bill on the Consent Calendar.
SCHOOL FUNDS FOR WAPATO SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 54, YAKIMA

COUNTY, WASH.

The Clerk called the first bill on the Consent Calendar,
(H. R. 3824) to provide funds for cooperation with Wapato
School District No. 54, Yakima County, Wash., for ex-
tension of public-school buildings to be available for Indian
children of the Yakima Reservation.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill? i

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

There was no cbjection,

PAYMENT OF NECESSARY EXPENSES INCURRED BY QUINAIELT
INDIANS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 2654, authorizing
the payment of necessary expenses incurred by certain In-
dians allotted on the Quinaielt Reservation, State of Wash-
ington.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROGERS of Oklahoma. Mr, Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that a similar Senate bill, S. 643, may be
substituted for the House bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Oklahoma?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay the attorneys of record
for those Quinaielt Indians who received their allotments on the
Quinaielt Reservation, State of Washington, pursuant to judgments
or decrees of a United States district or appellate court in a case
wherein they were named parties plaintiff, the reasonable and fair
value of the services rendered and expenses incurred, as heretofore
fixed and determined by said Secretary; and the sum of $35,000, or
g0 much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby authorized to be
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United
Btates not otherwise appropriated, to make said payments, the
amount so paid for the account of each allottee to be relmbursed
to the United States out of any funds now or hereafter accruing

to the account of each such Indian allottee from the sale of his or
her allotment, or the timber thereon.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment to
the Senate bill to make it conform to the House bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CosTELLO: On page 2, line 1, strike
out “$35,000” and insert in lieu thereof “$28,400.10.”

The amendment was agreed to.
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The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider was laid
on the table.

A House bill (H. R. 2654) was laid on the table.

RAILROADS IN THE TERRITORY OF ALASKA

The Clerk called the next bill, H, R. 4868, to amend the act
authorizing the President of the United States to locate, con-
struct, and operate railroads in the Territory of Alaska, and
for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

AUTHORIZING CERTAIN OFFICERS OF THE UNITED STATES INDIAN
SERVICE TO MAKE ARRESTS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 5409, to authorize
certain officers of the United States Indian Service to make
arrests in certain cases, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that this bill may be passed over without
prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from South Dakota?

There was no objection.

SPECIAL MEXICAN CLAIMS COMMISSION

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 1821, to provide for
the payment in full of the principal of awards of the Special
Mixed Claims Commission.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
cbject, this is a very meritorious bill. It has been on the
calendar for a long time. Many American citizens who suf-
fered damages and financial loss are very much interested in
the passage of this bill. It has been passed over two or three
times now. This is a bill in which many people throughout
this country are deeply interested. Unless my friend has
some objection to the bill itself, I hope he will not press his
unanimous-consent request.

Mr., WOLCOTT. I hope the gentleman will indulge me.
He has caught me somewhat unaware, because my notes
on it are in my office, but I think I could convince the gentle-
man if I had my notes here that there were valid objections.
I wish the gentleman would not object to letting it go over
without prejudice. If the gentleman will confer with me
later, possibly he can remove some of the objections I have
before the calendar is called next time. I am very willing to
take into consideration the gentleman’s suggestions.

Mr. McCORMACK. Of course, in view of the gentleman’s
statement, I will not object on this occasion.

Mr. FISH. May I inquire of the gentleman what his views
are on this bill, because I sometimes agree with him and I
would like to know whether I agree with him now.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

Mr. McCORMACK. Reserving the right to object, Mr.
Speaker, the fact that my friend from New York admits that
he sometimes agrees with me is accepted by me as the highest
compliment that I could receive. I will be frank and say
that I agree with the gentleman from New York frequently.

Mr. FISH. Then I am sure we must be in accord. What
is this discussion we are now engaged in?

Mr, McCORMACK. Is not the gentleman aware of the
parliamentary situation?
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Mr. FISH. No. I would like to be led by the distinguished
gentleman once in a while, I am trying to get the facts.

Mr, McCORMACK. The gentleman followed me the other
day, and I think we were both in a good cause.

Mr. FISH. And we will win in the end, because we are
right, and righteousness and truth always prevail.

Mr. McCORMACK. I think so, because diplomatic rela-
tions, for all practical purposes, were broken with Russia by
the recent speech of the Chief Executive.

I think the bill is a good one. It is to recompense American
citizens who received damages years ago, or the heirs of those
killed or who have died. It came out of the gentleman’s Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. It has been passed over three
times. I think it is a meritorious bill.

Mr. FISH. How much money does this involve?

Mr. McCORMACK. I am informed the amount of the bill
is $2,598,000.

Mr. THOMASON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McCORMACK. I yield.

Mr. THOMASON. To my mind, it is not so much a ques-
tion of the amount of the claim as it is the justness of the
claim. I have personal knowledge of many of these claims
and acquaintance with a lot of the people along the Mexican
border who sustained serious losses. Some of my constitu-
ents in El Paso and along the Mexican border have waited
patiently for years for action in this matter. The Committee
on Foreign Affairs has approved this bill. My recollection
is that a similar bill has passed the Senate. It seems to me
that in all fairness and in all justice some action ought to be
taken. These people have a right to know whether they are
ever going to recover some of the money to which they are
justly entitled. These claimants are innocent in the matter,
and it is only fair that the bill be taken up and also debated
and voted upon. I hope my friend will not object.

Mr. FISH. Does this include the claim of the Illinois Cen-
tral Railroad?

Mr. THOMASON. I am not sure who all the claimants are,
for I do not have the bill before me at this minute. I do
know that many American citizens sustained losses and have
never received a cent. They are entitled to have this bill
heard and considered. I know that it has much merit in it.

Mr. FISH. Is this the bill that requires the United States
to dig into the Federal Treasury and pay out money that
some foreign government has never paid us? If that is the
precedent we are setting, I am absolutely against this bill and
find myself forced against my will to differ with my friend
from Massachusetts, whom I like so much.

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McCORMACK. I yield.

Mr. BLOOM. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Fisg]
knows that this is a bill that has been taken up by the com-
mittee. I believe the gentleman from New York voted for
it. It covers claims that have been brought before the De-
partment and of which they have approved. There is no
reason why this bill should not go through at the present
time.

The regular order was demanded.

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The
regular order is, Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan that the bill be passed over with-
out prejudice?

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr. Speaker, under reservation of ob-
jection, I may state that I have no objection to the bills
going over this time, but the next time it comes up I will
object to a similar request.

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, under those conditions I object
to the request. We might as well bring the matter to a head
now.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the hill?

Mr. FISH, Mr. COSTELLO, and Mr. CHURCH objected.

SAN FRANCISCO BAY EXPOSITION

The Clerk called the next business, House Joint Resolution
242, to authorize the appropriation of an additional sum of
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$606,650 for Federal participation in the world’s fair to be
held by the San Francisco Bay Exposition, Inc., in the city
of San Francisco during the year 1939.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this joint resolution be stricken from the Consent
Calendar.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigen?

There was no objection.

MEXICAN CLAIMS

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 326, for the payment of
awards and appraisals heretofore made in favor of citizens of
the United States on claims presented under the General
Claims Convention of September 8, 1923, United States and
Mexico.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill may be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Coorer). Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection,

ANNUAL AND SICK LEAVE OF CERTAIN POSTMASTERS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 5784, to provide for the
conservation and transfer of accumulated sick leave and
vacation time due classified civil-service employees who suc-
ceed to the position of postmaster, and for other purposes.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc,, That every classified civil-service employee in a
first- or second-class post office who shall be appointed to the
position of postmaster shall retain to his credit whatever amount
of sick leave and vacation time is properly due him on the date of
his appointment to the position of postmaster: Provided, That such
accumulated sick leave and vacation time shall be transferred to
the credit of the employee as of the date of his appointment as
postmaster in the same manner as the time might have been utilized
by him before appolntment: Provided further, That this act shall
be retroactive to the extent that every postmaster at a first- or
second-class post office who shall have received appointment as
postmaster while an employee of the classified civil-service and
who shall hold the position of postmaster on the date this act
becomes effective, shall be entitled to the benefits of the act and
shall be credited with the amount of accumulated sick leave and
vacation time which was due him on the date of his appointment
as postmaster: Provided further, That all laws and parts of laws
inconsistent with this act shall be repealed.

With the following committee amendments:

On page 1, lines 3 and 4, strike out the words “in a first- or
second-class post office”.

On page 2, line 13, strike out the words *“shall be"” and insert in
lieu thereof the words "are hereby”.

The committee amendments were agreed to,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time;
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

MERITORIOUS SERVICE MEDAL FOR CIVIL SERVICE OFFICERS AND
EMPLOYEES

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 1582, to authorize the
President to bestow a meritorious service medal upon ecivil-
service officers and employees of the United States, and for
other purposes.

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
this bill may be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Kean]?

Mr. FADDIS and Mr. RAMSPECEK objected.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. KEAN, Mr. COSTELLO, and Mr. FADDIS objected.

GOOD BEHAVIOR OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 5939, to provide for
trials of and judgments upon the issue of good behavior in the
case of certain Federal judges.

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
this bill may be passed over without prejudice,
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
guest of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALTER]?
There was no objection.
ERECTION OF MONUMENT TO MEMORY OF FATHER PIERRE GIBAULT

The Clerk called the next business, House Joint Resolution
219, to provide for the erection of a monument to the memory
of the patriot priest, Father Pierre Gibault.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the joint resolu-
tion, as follows:

Resolved, ete., That the sum of $50,000 be, and the same is hereby,
authorized to be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, for the erection of a monument to the
memory of the patriot priest, Father Pierre Gibault, at Cahokia, in
the State of Illinois, with the advice of the Commissioner of Fine
Arts. The said sum shall be expended under the direction of the
Becretary of the Interior: Provided, That the county of Baint Clair
or the citizens thereof shall cede and convey to the United States
such suitable site as may in the judgment of the SBecretary of the
Interior be required for sald monument: And provided further,
That the United Btates shall have no responsibility for the care and
upkeep of the monument.

With the following committee amendment:
lPage 1, line 8, strike out “Commissioner” and insert “Commis-
sion."”

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The House joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and
read a third time, was read the third time, and passed, and
8 motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

PASSAMAQUODDY TIDAL POWER

The Clerk called the next business, Senate Joint Resolu-
tion 57, authorizing the Secretary of War to cause a comple-
tion of surveys, test borings, and foundation investigations
to be made to determine the advisability and cost of putting
in a small experimental plant for development of tidal power
in the waters in and about Passamaquoddy Bay, the cost
thereof to be paid from appropriations heretofore or here-
after made for such examinations.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this joint resolution may be passed over without
prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WorLcorTl?

There was no objection.

EXPEDITIOUS SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES WITH THE UNITED STATES

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 6324, to provide for
the more expeditious settlement of disputes with the United
States, and for other purposes.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact a rule
has been requested for the consideraton of this bill, I ask
unanimous consent that it be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from California [Mr, CosTELLO]?

There was no objection.

ADDITIONS TO SEQUOIA NATIONAL FOREST, CALIF.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 1790, to authorize addi-
tions to the Sequoia National Forest, Calif., through ex-
changes under the act of March 20, 1922, or by proclamation
or Executive order.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill may be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr, WoLcorTl?

There was no objection.

CROP INSURANCE FOR COTTON

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 6972, to amend the
Federal Crop Insurance Act.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill may be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection fo the re-
quest of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WorLcorT]1?

There was no objection. !

OSAGE TRIEE OF INDIANS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 6314, authorizing an
appropriation for payment to the Osage Tribe of Indians on
account of their lands sold by the United States.
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Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill may be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WorLcorTl?

There was no objection.

CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW INDIANS LEASING OF UNDEVELOPED COAL
AND ASPHALT DEPOSITS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7135, to authorize the
leasing of undeveloped coal and asphalt deposits of the Choc-
taw and Chickasaw Nations in Oklahoma.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he
hereby is, authorized to lease any of the unsold and undeveloped
coal and asphalt deposits of the Choctaw and Chickasaw WNations
in Oklahoma, in accordance with the terms of the act of April 21,
1032 (47 Stat. 88), except as otherwise provided herein, and under
such rules and regulations as he may prescribe. Leases made under
this act may be for any term not to exceed 15 years.

BSec. 2, That the rate of royalty in coal leases made under this act
shall not be less than 10 cents per ton on all coal mined, including
what is commonly known as slack: Provided, That such leases shall
require the mining of a minimum of 1,000 tons each year the first
and second years after approval of the lease, 3,000 tons the third
year, 5,000 tons the fourth year, and 15,000 tons the fifth and each
succeeding year thereafter, or the payment of royalty thereon the
same as if the coal had actually been mined: Provided further, That
the lessee shall pay as advance royalty on each lease the sum of
$100 each year for the first and second years, $300 for the third year,
and $500 for the fourth and each year thereafter. The advance
royalty paid for any year may be credited on the royalty becoming
due on coal mined during the year for which said advance royalty
has been paid, but shall not be credited on royalty on coal mined
in any previous or subsequent year.

Sgc. 3. That the rate of royalty in asphalt leases made under this
act shall not be less than 156 cents per ton on all crude asphalt
mined: Provided, That such leases shall require the mining of a
minimum of 10,000 tons the first year after approval of the lease
and 15,000 tons each year thereafter, or the payment of royalty.
thereon the same as if the asphalt had been mined: Provided fur-
ther, That the lessee shall pay as advance royalty on each lease the
sum of 8500 in advance for each year. The advance royalty paid
for any year may be credited on the royalty becoming due on asphalt
mined during the year for which sald advance royalty had been paid
but shali not be credited on royalty on asphalt mined in any pre-
vious or subsequent year.

Sec. 4. That the act of April 21, 1932 (47 Stat. 88), is hereby
amended to provide that leases made thereunder may be for any
term not to exceed 15 years.

With the following committee amendment:

Page 1, line 4, after the word *lease”, insert “to the highest re-
sponsible competitive bidder.”

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

ADDITIONAL UNITED STATES JUDGES

The Clerk called the next bill, H, R. 7079, to provide for
the appointment of additional district and circuit judges.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr, KEAN, Mr. VREELAND, and Mr. CHURCH objected.

PROCUREMENT OF AIRCRAFT FOR NATIONAL DEFENSE

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7267, to facilitate the
procurement of aircraft for the national defense.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that a similar Senate bill, S. 2868, be considered in lieu of the
House bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from California?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the Senate hill,
as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, until June 30, 1941, whenever contracts
are to be awarded as a result of competitive bids for furnishing the
War Department or the Navy Department with aircraft, aircraft
parts, and accesscries therefor, the Secretary of War or the Bec-
retary of the Navy is authorized to award a contract for the aireraft,
alreraft parts, and accessories to be purchased as a result of any
such competition to the bidder that the said Secretary shall find
to be the lowest responsible bidder that can satisfactorily perform
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the work or service required to the best advantage of the Gov-
ernment, or in his discretion and when such action is considered
necessary by the said Secretary in the interest of the national de-
fense, to award contracts for such aircraft, aircraft parts, and
accessories to such bidders, not exceeding three in number, as said
Becretary shall find to be the lowest responsible bidders that can
satisfactorily perform the work or the service required to the best
advantage of the Government. The determinations as to such
multiple awards and the necessity for making the same shall be
based upon quality, times and rate of delivery, price, and the
prevention of the overloading of a plant or plants, and such division
of awards shall be made only when found by the sald Secretary
to be in the interest of the national defense: Provided, That no
awards shall be made at prices in excess of those offered by the
bidders in any such competition, and that the decision of the
Becretary of the Department concerned as to the award of any such
contract, or contracts, the interpretation of the provisions thereof,
and the application and administration of the same shall not be
reviewable, otherwise than as may be therein provided for, by any
officer or tribunal of the United States except the President and
the Federal courts: Provided further, That a report shall be made to
the Congress by the Secretary of the Department concerned in the
the case of any competition as a result of which quantity con-
tracts are entered into under authority of this act with more than
one bidder immediately upon the execution of such contracts, set-
ting forth the articles purchased, the prices paid therefor, the name
or names of each bidder and of each contractor receiving a con-
tract, and the particular reasons for awarding each of such con-
tracts: Provided further, That any contract entered into under the
authority hereby granted for the construction of any complete
aircraft or any portion thereof shall be subject to the applicable
profit-limitation provisions of the act of March 27, 1834 (48 Stat.
505), as amended by the act of June 25, 1936 (49 Stat. 1926), and
as further amended by the act of April 3, 1939 (Public, No. 18,
76th Cong.): Provided further, That procurement of aircraft, air-
craft parts, and accessories therefor shall be made under authority
of this act only when in the opinion of the Secretary of the De-
partment concerned such action is necessary in the public interest:
Provided jurther, That the authority herein granted shall not be
construed to abrogate, repeal, or suspend any of the provisions of
Revised Statutes (3709, U. 8. C, 41: 5), the act of March 2, 1901 (31
Btat. 905), the act of July 2, 1926 (44 Stat. 787), section 14 of the
act of April 8, 1939 (Public, No. 18, 76th Cong.), or of the act of
July 13, 1939 (Public, No. 168, 76th Cong.), or to prohibit the award
of any contracts in any manner now authorized by law, but shall
be construed as additional legislation to be utilized under the con-
ditions herein set forth during the effective period of this act:
And provided further, That this act shall be applicable under the
conditions herein set forth to awards of contracts upon which com=-
petitive bids have been heretofore requested or received but as a
result of which contracts have not besn awarded.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider was laid
on the table.

A House bill (H. R. 7267) was laid on the table.

NATIONAL MISSISSIPPI RIVER PARKWAY

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 3759, to authorize a
National Mississippi River Parkway and matters relating
thereto.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from M:chigan?

There was no objection.

ESTABLISHING A NATIONAL LAND POLICY

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 1675, to establish a
national land policy and to provide homesteads free of debt
for actual farm families.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill be passed over without prejudice.

Mr. BURDICEK. I object to the request, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill? :

Mr. WOLCOTT. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
this hill calls for a total cost of $120,000,000 annually. I
believe it is too important a bill to be considered on the
Consent Calendar. For that reason I object.

KIOWA, COMANCHE, AND APACHE TRIBES JURISDICTIONAL ACT

The Clerk called the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 290) refer-
ring the claims of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Tribes
of Indians in Oklahoma to the Court of Claims for finding of
fact and report to Congress.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the joint resolution be passed over without prejudice.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

FEBRUARY 19

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there cbjection to th
request of the gentleman from Michigan? :
There was no objection.

BRIDGE OR FERRY ACROSS THE RIO GRANDE AT BOCA CHICA, TEX.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 3138, authorizing J. E.
Pate, his successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and
cperate a bridge or ferry across the Rio Grande River at Boca
Chica, Tex.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That in order to facilitate international com-
merce, improve the Postal Service, and for other purposes, J. E. Pate,
his successors and assigns, be, and is hereby, authorized to con-
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge or ferry and approaches
thereto across the Rio Grande River, so far as the United States
has jurisdiction over the waters of such river, at a point suitable to
the interests of navigation, at or near Boca Chica, Tex., in accord-
ance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the
construction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23,
1906, subject to the conditions and limitations contained in this
act, and subject also to the approval of the International Boundary
Commission, United States and Mexico, El Paso, Tex., and of the
proper authorities in the Republic of Mexico.

Sec. 2. There 1s hereby conferred upon J. E. Pate, his successors
and assigns, all such rights and powers to enter upon lands and to
acquire, condemn, occupy, possess, and use real estate and other
property in the State of Texas needed for the location, construe-
tion, operation, and maintenance of such bridge or ferry and its
approaches as are possessed by rallroad corporations for railroad
purposes or by bridge corporations for bridge purposes in the State
of Texas upon mraking just compensation therefor, to be ascertained
and paid according to the laws of such State, and the proceedings
therefor shall be the same as in the condemnation or expropriation
of property for public purposes in such State.

Sec. 3. The said J. E. Pate, his successors and assigns, is hereby
authorized to fix and charge tolls for "transit over such bridge or
ferry in accordance with any laws of Texas applicable thereto, and
the rates of tcll so fixed shall be the legal rates until changed by
the Secretary of War under the authority contained in the act of
March 23, 18086.

Sec. 4. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the
rights, powers, and privileges conferred by this act is hereby granted
to J. E. Pate, his successors and assigns; and any corporation to
which or any person to whom such rights, powers, and privileges
may be sold, assigned, or transferred, or who shall acquire the same
by mortgage foreclosure or otherwise, is hereby authorized and em-
powered to exercise the same as fully as though conferred herein
direetly upon such corporation or person.

Sec. 5. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

With the following committee amendments:

Page 1, line 7, after “Rlo Grande”, strike out “River.”

Page 3, after line 9, insert a new section, as follows:

“8Sec.-5. J. E. Pate, his successors and assigns, shall promptly pro=
vide and maintain, without expense to the Government, such suit-
able and conveniently located facilities as may be reasonably neces-
sary to enable the Federal agency or agencies, stationed at the bridge
or ferry, to discharge properly its, or their, legal functions relating
to the regulation and supervision of commerce with foreign nations.
The suitability and convenience of location of the facilities shall
be determrined by the head of the Federal agency concerned. The
word ‘facilities’ as used in this act means inspection quarters,
together with heat, light, and sanitation facilities. In the event
of the neglect, failure, or refusal to furnish facilities in pursuance
of the provisions of this act, the head of any department affected
by such neglect, failure, or refusal is hereby azuthorized to close
the bridge or ferry to all trafic until such time as the said facilities
shall have been furnished.”

Page 4, line 1, strike out “5" and insert “6."

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill authorizing
J. E. Pate, his successors and assigns, to construct, maintain,
and operate a bridge or ferry across the Rio Grande at Boca
Chica, Tex.”

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

DEVIL’S DEN SPRINGS, GA.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 4040, declaring Devil’s
Den Springs, in Decatur County, Ga., to be nonnavigable.

Mr, COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from California?

There was no objection.
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TOLL BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER AT OR NEAR FLORENCE
STATION, CITY OF OMAHA, NEER.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7069, authorizing
Douglas County, Nebr., to construction, maintain, and oper-
ate a toll bridge across the Missouri River at or near Flor-
ence Station, in the city of Omaha, Nebr.

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Iowa?

There was no objection.

CHANGING THE DESIGNATION OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN NATIONAL PARK,
KY., AND THE FORT M'HENRY NATIONAL PARK, MD.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 5573, to change the
designation of Abraham Lincoln National Park, in the State
of Kentucky, and the Fort McHenry National Park, in the
State of Maryland.

' The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. COSTELLO. Reserving the right to object, Mr.
Speaker, it is my understanding that a Senate bill (5. 2046)
has been passed and is now public law 383, which deals with
the same item contained in this bill. As a result, I do not
believe this legislation will be necessary. For that reason, I
ask unanimous consent tkhat the bill be stricken from the
calendar and laid on the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from California?

There was no objection.

RETIREMENT OF EMPLOYEES OF LAND-GRANT COLLEGES

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 1850, to aid the States
and Territories in making provisions for the retirement of
employees of the land-grant colleges.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as fol-
lows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, pursuant to the recognized obligations
of governments to guarantee the social security of their employees
and in order to provide for the retirement on an annuity, or other-
wise, of all persons being paid salaries in whole or in part from
grants of Federal funds to the several States and Territories pur-
suant to the terms of the Act approved July 2, 1862, for the en-
dowment and support of colleges of agriculture and mechanic arts,
and acts supplementary thereto providing for instruction in agri-
culture and mechanic arts, for the establishment of agricultural
experiment stations, and for cooperative extension work in agri-
culture and home economics, all States and Territories are here-
after authorized, notwithstanding any contrary provisions in said
acts, to withhold from expenditure, from Federal funds advanced
under the terms of sald acts, amounts designated as employer
contributions to be made by the States or Territories to retire-
ment systems established in accordance with the laws of such
States or Territories, or established by the governing boards of
colleges of agriculture and mechanic arts in accordance with the
authority vested in them, and to deposit such amounts to the
credit of such retirement systems for subsequent disbursement in
accordance with the terms of the retirement systems in effect in
the respective States and Territories: Provided, That there shall
not be deducted from Federal funds and deposited to the credit
of retirement accounts as employer contributions, amounts in
excess of 6 percent of that portion of the salaries of employees
paid from such Federal funds: Provided further, That, for the
purpose of making deposits and contributions in retiremcnt sys-
tems in favor of any employee, in no event shall the deductions
from any Federal fund advanced pursuanrt to the foregoing acts
be in greater proportion to the total deductions for such employee
than the salary received under such Federal funds bears to the
total salary from Federal sources: Provided further, That the de-
posits and contributions from funds of Federal origin to any
retirement system established by a State or a land-grant college
must be at least equaled by the total contributions thereto on the
part of the individuals concerned, the State, and the counties:
And provided further, That no deductions for the foregoing pur-
poses shall be made from Federal funds in support of employees
appointed pursuant to the terms of the foregoing acts, whose
salaries are paid wholly by the States or Territories: Provided
further, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to any
employee paid in whole or in part from Federal funds who may
be subject to the United States Civil Service Retirement Act, as
amended.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the

third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider was laid
on the table.
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OSAGE TRIBE OF INDIANS

The Clerk called House Joint Resolution 288 authorizing
the Osage Tribe of Indians to submit claims to the Court of
Claims.

Mr, WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill be passed over without prejudice.

Mr. BURDICK. Mr. Speaker, I object to that request.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. WOLCOTT, Mr. COCHRAN, and Mr. COSTELLO
objected.

LIMITATION OF PRESENT LAWS WITH RESPECT TO COUNSEL IN
CERTAIN CASES

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7032, to limit the oper-
ation of sections 109 and 113 of the Criminal Code and sec-
tion 190 of the Revised Statutes of the United States with
respect to counsel in certain cases.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

RELIEF OF INDIANS WHO HAVE PAID TAXES ON ALLOTTED LANDS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 952, for the relief of
Indians who have paid taxes on allotted lands for which pat-
ents in fee were issued without application by or consent of
the allottees and subsequently canceled, and for the reim-
bursement of public subdivisions by whom judgments for
such claims have been paid.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill be passed over without prejudice.

Mr. BURDICEK. Mr. Speaker, I object to that request.

Mr. COCHRAN. I may say that I am doing this at the
request of the author of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. COSTELLO, and Mr. CHURCH
objected.

SISSETON AND WAHPETON BANDS OF SIOUX INDIANS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 793, authorizing pay-
ment to the Sisseton and Wahpeton Bands of Sioux Indians
for certain lands ceded by them to the United States by a
treaty of July 23, 1851.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill be passed over without prejudice.

Mr. BURDICK. Mr. Speaker, I object to that request.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. WOLCOTT, Mr. CHURCH, and Mr. COSTELLO
objected.

ANNUAL AND SICK LEAVE FOR GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 1975, to amend the
Annual and Sick Leave Acts of March 14, 1936.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that a similar Senate bill (S, 2876) be substituted for the
House bill.

There being no objection, the clerk read the Senate bill
as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the days of annual leave with pay pro-
vided for in the act of March 14, 1836 (40 Stat. 1161), and the
days of sick leave with pay provided for in the act of March 14,
1936 (49 Stat. 1162), shall mean days upon which employees would
otherwise work and receive pay, and shall be exclusive of Sundays
which do not occur within a regular tour of duty, holidays, and
all nonwork days established by Federal statute or by Executive or
administrative order.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider was laid

on the table.
A House bill (H. R. 1975) was laid on the table.
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ABLE SEAMEN ON SAILING VESSELS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7339, to exempt sail
vessels from the provisions of section 13 of the act of March
4, 1915, as amended, requiring the manning of certain mer-
chant vessels by able seamen, and for other purposes.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That no provision of section 13 of the act of
March 4, 1915, as amended (U. 8. C., 1934 edition, Supp. IV, title

46, sec. 672), relating to the manning of certain vessels with re-

spect to able seamen, shall apply to any sail vessel: Provided, how-
ever, That at least 65 percent of the deck crew of any sail vessel
operating on the high seas shall be composad of persons who have
served for a period of not less than 6 months in the deck crew of
sail vessels to which this act applies: Provided, however, That the
exemption of sail vessels from the provisions of section 13 of the
Beamen’s Act of March 4, 1915, as amended, shall not apply to sail
vessels carrying passengers for hire,

With the following committee amendment:

Page 1, following line 14, insert a new section to be known as
section 2, as follows:

“Sec, 2. Any violation of this act by the owner, master, or officer
in charge of the vessel shall subject the owner of such vessel to a
penalty of not less than $100 and not more than $500."

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

COLLISIONS OF VESSELS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 7420) to amend laws for
preventing collisions of vessels.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That article 11 of section 1 of the act of
June 7, 1897 (U. 8. C., 1934 ed., title 33, sec. 180), be, and is hereby,
amended to read as follows:

“ArT. 11. A vessel under 150 feet in length when at anchor shall
carry forward, where it can best be seen, but at a height not ex-
ceeding 20 feet above the hull, a white light in a lantern so con-
structed as to show a clear, uniform, and unbroken light visible
all around the horizon at a distance of at least 1 mile: Provided,
That the Secretary of Commerce may, after investigation, desig-
nate such areas as he may deem proper as ‘special anchorage
areas’; such special anchorage areas may from time to time be
changed, or abolished, if after investigation the Secretary of Com-
merce shall deem such change or abolition in the interest of navi-
gation: Provided further, That vessels not more than 65 feet in
length when at anchor in any such special anchorage area shall
not be required to carry or exhibit the white light required by this
article.

“A wessel of 150 feet or upward in length, when at anchor, shall
carry in the forward part of the vessel, at a height of not less than
20 and not exceeding 40 feet above the hull, one such light, and
at or near the stern of the vessel, and at such a height that it
shall be not less than 15 feet lower than the forward light, another
such light,

“The length of a vessel shall be deemed to be the length appear-
ing in her certificate of registry.

“A vessel aground in or near a fairway shall carry the above
light or lights and the two red lights prescribed by article 4 (a).”

Sec. 2. Rule 9 of section 1 of the act of February 8, 1895, as
amended (U. S. C., 1934 ed., title 33, sec. 258), be, and is hereby,
amended to read as follows:

“RuLe 9. A vessel under 150 feet register length, when at anchor,
ghall carry forward, where it can best be seen, but at a height not
exceeding 20 feet above the hull, a white light constructed so as to
show a clear, uniform, and unbroken light visible all arcund the
horizon at a distance of at least 1 mile: Provided, That the Secre-
tary of Commerce may, after investigation, designate such areas as
he may deem proper as ‘special anchorage areas’; such special
anchorage areas may from time to time be changed, or abolished,
if after investigation the Secretary of Commerce shall deem such
change or abolition in the interest of navigation: Provided further,
That vessels not more than 65 feet in length, when at anchor, in any
such special anchorage area shall not be required to carry or exhibit
the white light required by this article.

“A vessel of 150 feet or upward in register length, when at anchor,
shall carry in the forward part of the vessel two white lights at the
same height of not less than 20 and not exceeding 40 feet above
the hull and not less than 10 feet apart horizontally and athwart-
ships, except that each need not be visible all around the horizon
but so arranged that one or the other, or both, shall show a clear,
uniform, and unbroken light and be visible from any angle of
approach at a distance of at least 1 mile; and at or near the stern
of the vessel two similar lights, similarly arranged and at such a
height that they shall not be less than 15 feet lower than the forward
lights. In addition the four anchor lights above specified, at least
one white deck light shall be displayed in every interval of 100 feet
along the deck, measuring from the forward lights, said deck lights
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to be not less than 2 feet above the deck and arranged, so far as
intervening structures will permit, so as to be visible from any angle
of approach.”

Bec. 3. Rule 10 of section 4233 of the Revised Statutes, as amended
(U. 8. C., 1934 ed., title 33, sec. 319), be, and is hereby, amended
to read as follows:

“RuLe 10. All vessels, whether steam vessels or sail vessels, when
at anchor in roadsteads or fairways, shall, between sunset and sun-
rise, exhibit where it can best be seen, but at a height not exceeding
20 feet above the hull, a white light in a globular lantern of 8 inches
in diameter, and so constructed as to show a clear, uniform, and
unbroken light, visible all around the horizon, and at a distance of
at least 1 mile: Provided, That the Secretary of Commerce may, after
investigation, designate such areas as he may deem proper as ‘spe-
cial anchorage areas’; such special anchorage areas may from time
to time be changed, or abolished, if after investigation the Secretary
of Commerce shall deem such change or abolition in the interest
of navigation: Provided further, That vessels not more than 65 feet
in length when at anchor in any such special anchorage area shall

not be required to carry or exhibit the white light required by this
article.”

With the following committee amendments:

Page 1, line 132, strike out the word “Commerce” and insert the
word “War";

Page 2, line 1, following the comma after the word “investigation”
insert the following: “by rule, regulation, or order,”;

Page 2, line 4, strike out the word “Commerce” and insert the
word “War”;

Page 2, strike out lines 19 to 21, inclusive;

Page 3, line 7, strike out the word “Commerce” and insert the
word “War";

Page 8, line 7, following the comma after the word “investigation”
insert the following: “by rule, regulation, or order,”;

Page 3, line 11, strike out the word “Commerce” and insert the
word “War’";

Page 4, line 21, strike out the word “Commerce” and insert the
word “War";

Page 4, line 21, following the comma after the word “investiga-
tion” insert the following: “by rule, regulation, or order,”;

Page 4, line 24, strike out the word “Commerce” beginning at the

end of that line and continuing on page 5, line 1, and insert the
word “War.”

The committee amendments were agreed to, and the bill
as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider laid on the table.

MARKERS FOR CERTAIN GRAVES

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 8083) to authorize the Sec-
retary of War to furnish certain markers for certain graves.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That notwithstanding any provision of exist-
ing law the Secretary of War is authorized to furnish, upon appli-
cation, for use on graves in cemeteries where stone markers are
not acceptable, a headstone or marker of such standard design and
material as may be approved by him, within the limit of prevailing
costs of the standard World War type headstone, for the grave of any
deceased person for which the Secretary of War is authorized to
furnish a marker or headstone: Provided, That the Secretary of
War shall furnish the upright stone marker, authorized by section
4877 of the Revised Statutes, for cemeteries under the jurisdiction
of the Secretary of War.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider laid on the table.

TRAVEL EXPENSES OF CERTAIN CIVILIAN OFFICERS, ETC.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 8151) to provide travel ex-
penses of civilian officers and employees upon official change
of station.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter any appropriations made avail-
able for expenses of travel of civilian officers and employees of the
executive departments and establishments shall be available also
for expenses of travel performed by them on transfer from one
official station to another when authorized by the head of the
department or establishment concerned: Provided, That such ex-
penses shall not be allowed for any transfer effected for the con-
venience of the officer or employee,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider laid on the table.

RADIO REQUIREMENTS FOR SHIPS ON GREAT LAKES
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 7863) to amend section
602 (e) of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended,
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relating to a study of radio requirements for ships navigating
the Great Lakes and inland waters of the United States.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That sectlon 602 (e) of the Communications
Act of 1934, as amended (50 Stat. 197, U. 8. C., 1934 ed, Supp.
IV, title 47, sec. 602), is hereby amended by striking out the
words “not later tlfan December 31, 1939", and inserting in lieu
therccf the words “as soon as practicable but not later than
January 1, 1941™.

The hill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider laid on the table.

AUTHORIZING MARITIME COMMISSION TO ACQUIRE CERTAIN LANDS,
ST. PETERSBURG. FLA,

The Clerk called House Joint Resolution 424, to authorize
the United States Maritime Commission to acquire certain
lands at St. Petersburg, Fla.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the joint resolu-
tion as follows:

Resolved, etc., That the United States Maritime Commission is
hereby authorized, with funds in the construction fund of the
Commission, to acquire on behalf of the United States by purchase,
condemnation, or otherwise, and pay all costs incident to the
examination, transfer, and perfecting of title to that certain tract
of land aggregating 10.05 acres, more or less, situated and being in
the county of Pinellas, State of Florida, together with the structures
thereon, described as follows:

Beginning at the southeast corner of lot 4, block 22, Bayboro
Addition, as recorded in plat book 3, pages 51 and 52, records of

i County, Fla.; thence run south along the west line of
Asbury Street South to a point 277.41 feet south; thence southeast
on an angle of 45° to the left a distance of 969.16 feet; thence
east on an angle of 44°57" to the left a distance of 3954 feet;
thence northwest on an angle of 124°42'34" to the left a distance
of 970.38 feet to the farthest southwest corner of the wharf of the

of St. Petersburg, Fla.; thence west on an angle of 55°16°26""
to the left a distance of 343.85 feet to the west line of First Street
South; thence north on sald west line of First Street South and
on an angle of 89°56’ to the right a distance of 164.3 feet to the
southeast corner of lot 4, block 23, said Bayboro Addition; thence
west on an angle of 89:46'42'' to the left and on the south line of
said lot 4, block 23, and continue west to the west line of Asbury
Street South a distance of 185 feet to the point of beginning, all
of said tract lying and being in the city of St. Petersburg, county
of Pinellas, State of Florida.

The joint resclution was ordered fo be engrossed and read
a third time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion
to reconsider laid on the table.
BARRING CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 8150) providing for the
barring of claims against the United States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from South Dakota?

Mr. BURDICK. I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. BURDICEK, Mr. O’'CONNOR, and Mr. CASE of South
Dakota cbjected.

AMENDING CROP-LOAN LAW

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 7878) to amend the crop-
loan law relating to the lien imposed thereunder, and for
other purposes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
present consideration of the bill?

Mr., WOLCOTT. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Michigan?

Mr. DOXEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from
Michigan to withdraw that request so that I may make an
explanation under the reservation of an objection.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I have read the bill and
report very carefully and it seems to me that the bill is really
a bill for the relief of the landlord. It secures the landlord’s
share and lessens the security of the Government. I think

Is there objection to the

Is there objection to the
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it so amends the policy with respect to these loans as to
point to an entirely new policy with respect to crop loans.
It is too important a bill to be taken up by unanimous
consent.

Mr, DOXEY. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the gentleman’s
statement and do not care to argue the matter other than
to say that the first part of the bill just prevents the Farm
Credit Administration from taking a lien on a farmer's par-
ticular crop as a whole. Just that crop that is financed with
the proceeds of the loan is subject to the lien.. As the law
now stands his entire crop is subject to the lien. As I under-
stand, it is the second portion of the bill to which the gentle-
man from Michigan objects—the elimination of the land-
lord’s waiver of his lien. I do not ask the gentleman to with-
draw his chjection, but if he feels the bill should be objected
to, I shall have to accede to his demand. i

Mr, WOLCOTT. Possibly debate would clear up some of
the objections that I have.

Mr. DOXEY. We did not have much objection in our
committee. We gave this bill very thorough consideration.
This bill was reporfed by our chairman, and I just wanted
to know what was in the mind of the gentleman from Mich-
igan so that we could clear it up, if possible, and pass this
bill today.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Personally, I do not see why the land-
lord should not take a little chance along with the tenant
on the loans which are made to capitalize his investment.

Mr. DOXEY. The principle and purpose is to enable the
borrower to get the loan by putting up his interest in the
crop, so that he does not have to be barred in case the land-
lord does not want to go along with him. It is all in the
interest of the borrower. That is the simple explanation to
this portion of the bill.

Mr. WOLCOTT. But I should think it would be very
much to the interest of the landlord if he is relieved from
llzaving to put up his share as a part of the security for the

an.

Mr. DOXEY. It is a matter of negotiation between the
borrcwer and the lender, of course. As the law now exists
the landlord can block the sharecropper or tenant from get-
ting any money at all from the Farm Credit Administration
if he does not waive his lien. We are trying to eliminate
that hardship on the tenant or sharecropper. That is the
purpose of the hill,

Mr. WOLCOTT. I am sure if that is the case, as the
gentleman says, that the Rules Committee will be pleased
to grant a rule for the consideration of the hill.

Mr. DOXEY. I just rose for the purpose of trying to
persuade the gentleman from Michigan to not object. It is
time now to loan money on the crop, and time is quite an
element in this bill. The Committee on Agriculture was
anxious to have it passed on the Consent Calendar if pos-
sible. Of course, I appreciate the gentleman’s position. I
would like to have him withdraw his request that it be
passed over, but if he does not, I yield to his judgment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.CooPER). Isthere objec-
tion to the request of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
Worcorrl that the bill be passed over without prejudice?

There was no objection.

DISCRIMINATION AGAINST GR&DI;;TES OF CERTAIN LAW SCHOOLS,
C.

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 1610, to prevent dis-
crimination against graduates of certain schools, and
those acquiring their legal education in law offices, in the
making of appointments to Government positions, the quali-
fications for which include legal training or legal experience.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
if there is no explanation of this bill, I would ask that it go
over without prejudice.

Mr. McCORMACK. Reserving the right to cbject, I may
say that I have read the report with interest, because I was
very much interested in this bill. There is a practice that
has developed over the years in connection with civil-service
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examinations for lawyers and doctors. While this bill does
not cover doctors, I think it should cover the medical pro-
fession as well.

Mr. McLEAN. And economists?

Mr. McCORMACK. Well, anyone who is affected. I think
the civil service should be open to everybody who meets the
requirements and that the examination should be sufficiently
difficult so that those only who are eminently qualified can
pass. But there has been a system developed, unfortunately,
where, as I understand it—and say this with some res-
ervations, but I have had some exchange of letters with
the Civil Service Commission in the past—where the Civil
Service Commission permits considerable latitude to a depart-
ment in writing the requirements of eligibility. True, the
Civil Service Commission can disapprove the requirements,
but it is very rare. As the result of the requirements
written, the practical results are that only the graduates of
certain schools, or men with certain experience, can qualify;
the objective usually being—and I say this not in any harshly
critical way, but from the angle of constructive criticism—
to confine it to a small group. I think that all lawyers
should be eligible to take civil-service examinations. I think
all doctors should, and all others should.

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. McLEAN. I yield.

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. This bill was introduced by
the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD], who is a very
careful and conservative man in his views and never intro-
duces legislation unless he knows the need of it. This bill
passed the Senate. I am somewhat familiar with the need
of the legislation. It grows out of the practice which I think
has resulted in diserimination against graduates of smaller
colleges and schools and in favor of selected groups of large
colleges. It is not to give one group an advantage over
another, but to treat all alike and let it rest upon educational
qualifications, without favoritism. I think the principle
enunciated is fair, and the bill ought to pass.

Mr. McLEAN. What is the use of encumbering the stat-
utes with a lot of l1aws that we pay no attention to? We have
a law on the statute books that provides that no lawyer who
has been connected with the Government service shall be
allowed to practice law against Government or in the depart-
ments for 2 years after he leaves the service. We have had
about six or eight bills here to exempt certain individuals
from the provisions of that law. Not only do we allow them
to retire from the Government service and immediately en-
gage in practice in matters where the Government is con-
cerned and before the departments, but they have taken with
them unfinished Government matters on which they had
been engaged and they are continued in Government employ
and are paid annual salaries while they are at the same time
practicing law and taking business against the Government.
I do not see why we should encumber our statutes with a lot
of laws that mean nothing and to which we are going to pass
exceptions not only for schools, but for particular individuals.

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Permit me to say that I agree
with the gentleman, that laws ought to be enforced. I am
in favor of the enforcement of all laws. But I ask the gentle-
man from New Jersey, Are you going to invoke the doctrine
that because some laws are not enforced you will force us later
to correct an injustice or discrimination which is sought to be
corrected here? It will do justice to those who come from
the smaller as well as the larger colleges and the gentleman’s
sense of fairness should prevent him from objecting to this
bill.

Mr. McLEAN. I would like to know more of the back-
ground of this bill, what is behind it, and the circumstances
which brought it here.

Mr. McCORMACK. They have a list of certain law schools
in this country from which certain individuals will be taken.

Mr. RAMSPECEK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from
New Jersey yield?

Mr. McLEAN. I yield.

Mr. RAMSPECK. This bill arises out of a ruling made by
an appointing officer in the Department of Agriculture. And
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right here I would like to correct an impression unintentionally
made by the remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts.
It did not arise out of any civil-service procedure, but out of a
rule made by an officer in the Department of Agriculture on
non-civil-service jobs. He announced that he wouid not con-
sider for any legal position any lawyer who had not graduated
from a school approved by the American Association of Law
Schools.

The Senate passed this bill to prevent the application cf
that rule, taking the position, which I think is sound, that it
is not where a man gets his qualifications, but has he got
them, that ought to be the test as to whether he can be
employed by the Government.

The Civil Service Commission, while opposed to this bill,
points out that it is in line in most cases with their practice.
It is true that in a few cases for specialized legal work they
have required certain educational qualifications. :

The purpose of the bill is to prevent any appointing officer
in the Government from setting up a rule that he will not take
lawyers unless they come from a particular group of law
schools.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
object, I do not want anything I said to be construed as a
criticism of the Civil Service Commission, because I have a
profound respect for the Commission, its members, and the
manner of administration.

Mr. RAMSPECK. I know the gentleman has.

Mr. McCORMACK. But I do say that within the past 2
years I had a situation where a young man, a doctor, who came
up the hard way, unable to attend an outstanding medical
school, but came up the hard way, studied nights, served his
internship; yet as a result of requirements laid down in the
department, and which the Civil Service Commission ap-
proved—I suppose they collaborate with the departments as
to the requirements—this man and the group he represented—
and there must be many throughout the country—were unable
to take the examination.

I say we want the best men in the service, but no American
should be barred from taking the examination. The exami-
nation should be hard enough, severe enough, and strict
enough—and it can be made so—in order that only the best
qualified and most learned of those aspiring can pass the
examination. In other words, opportunity of application and
examination should not, in my opinion, be denied to anyone.

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McCORMACK. Certainly.

Mr. RAMSPECK. I may say to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts that I agree with him 1,000 percent.

Mr. McCORMACEK. Will the gentleman accept an amend-
ment to include doctors also?

Mr. RAMSPECK. I have no objection to such an amend-
ment. As a matter of fact, I have told the Commission time
and time again that I did not believe they ought to announce
an examination where they prohibited the substitution of
experience for educational qualifications. I believe any man
ought to be entitled to demonstrate his ability, regardless of
whether he ever graduated from a school or college.

Mr. FADDIS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr., McCORMACK. I yield.

Mr. FADDIS. I understand that the necessity for this
legislation is brought about because of the arbitrary decision
of some bureaucrat here in this city that he will or will not
appoint a man from such and such a school. Is that true?

Mr. McCORMACK. In effect, yes.

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. Speaker, further reserving the right
to object, suggestions have been made that we include doc-
tors, economists, social-service workers, dentists, and other
groups. I think we ought to give this matter further study
and have the bill passed over until we can perfect amend-
ments to take care of these situations.

Mr. FADDIS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McLEAN. I yield.

Mr. FADDIS. Dces not the gentleman believe it is time
the House took some definite action to prevent such per-
emptory action on the part of bureaucrats downtown?
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Mr. McLEAN. Yes; and I think, also, it is time we stopped
lawyers resigning from the Government service, taking Gov-
ernment business with them, continuing on the pay roll,
and allowing them at the same time to take cases against
the Government within the time limit of the law.

I press my request, Mr. Speaker,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McLgan]?

Mr. McCORMACEKE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right
to object, and I will not object, I realize the gentleman’s
request is made from an angle that is favorable to legislation
of this type and in order to enable more consideration of the
bill by the Members. I personally favor the bill, but I believe
it should be broadened. :

Mr. McKEOUGH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
object, and I will not object, I am in sympathy with the idea
of broadening the provisions of this act. In this connection
I merely call attention to the fact that when this bill
reached the House there was an amendment offered in the
House Committee on the Civil Service striking out in lines 10,
11, and 12 a provision that no discrimination should apply to
anyone taking an examination because of any racial or
religious group or organization affiliations. I direct atten-
tion to that particular language of the Senate draft in the
hope that when the bill is revised by the House Civil Service
Committee the provision may be retained as passed in the
Senate, because if we are going to provide for an inability
on the part of these so-called bureaucrats to set up extra-
legal provisions which the Congress of the United States does
not enact, I certainly claim that in keeping with the funda-
mental provisions of the Constitution of our country, no
discrimination should apply to any citizen of this Nation
seeking to enter the Government service because of racial
or religious group or organization affiliations, and I hope that
will be cared for when the committee revises this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McLean]?

Mr. MOSER. Mr. Speaker, I object. I may remark that
this bill was reported unanimously by the House Committee
on the Civil Service.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

AMENDMENT OF SERVICE PENSIONS ACTS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7147, to amend the
service-pension acts pertaining to the War with Spain, Phil-
ippine Insurrection, and the China Relief Expedition to in-
clude certain continuous service.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in determining the period of active serv-
ice for the purpose of the act of May 1, 1926 (Public Law No. 166,
60th Cong.), the act of June 2, 1830 (Public Law No. 209,
7ist Cong.), and the act of May 24, 1838 (Public Law No. 541,
76th Cong.), granting service pensions to veterans and dependants
of deceased veterans of the War with Spain, the Philippine Insur-
rection, and the China Relief Expedition, continuous active service
entered Into during the War with Spain, the Philippine Insurrec-
tion, or the China Relief Expedition shall be included although
part of such continuous service extended into either the Philip-
pine Insurrection or the China Relief Expedition.

With the following commitiee amendment:

Page 1, line 10, after the word “Insurrection”, strike out the
word “and” and insert “or.”

On page 2, after line 5, insert a new provision as follows: “Pay-
ments of benefits under the provisions of this act shall be effective
the date of enactment thereof as to those persons on the rolls and
as to clalms pending on the date of enactment of this act. In all
other cases awards of pension authorized hereunder shall be effec-
tive from date of application therefor after the date of enactment
of this act.”

The committee amendments were agreed fo.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

MILEAGE TABLES FOR UNITED STATES ARMY AND OTHER GOVERNMENT
AGENCIES

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 506, relating to mileage

 tables for the United States Army and other Government

Is there objection to the
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agencies and to mileage allowances for persons employed in
the offices of Members of House and Senate.

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill may be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CHURCH]?

There was no ocbjection.

ESTABLISHMENT OF A GREENVILLE MEMORIAL COMMISSION

The Clerk called the next business, House Joint Resolu-
tion 385 establishing a Greenville Memorial Commission to
formulate plans for the construction of a memorial building
to commemorate the Treaty of Greene Ville at Greenville,
Ohio.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the joint resolu-
tion, as follows:

Whereas Greenville, Ohlo, is the site of Fort Greene Ville, where
was signed the famous Treaty of Greene Ville; and

Whereas the treaty thus negotiated in 1795, between General
“Mad Anthony” Wayne and the Indians and signed by President
George Washington and William Henry Harrison, aide de camp
to General Wayne and later President of the United States, was
one of the most important events in the life of our Nation; and

‘Whereas Greene Ville, named after General Wayne's Revolu-
tionary compatriot, General Nathanael Greene, marked the head-
quarters from which General Wayne pressed on to victory over the
Indians, caused the British to retire from Detroit and other lake
points, and opened to peaceful invasion the entire territory north
of the Ohlo River and east of the Mississippi River, from which
were formed the great States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan,
Minnesota, and Wisconsin; and

Whereas the pledge of security given by the treaty stimulated
emigration to a remarkable degree and made possible the found-
ing of such outstanding cities as Chicago, Cincinnati, Cleveland,
Detroit, Fort Wayne, Indianapolis, Milwaukee, Minneapolis, and
many other great cities; and

‘Whereas the victory is considered the most complete and most
Important ever gained over the Northwestern Indians during the
40 years’ warfare it put to an end, and actually terminated the
Revolutionary War; and

Whereas the Treaty of Greene Ville made possible the onrush of
Americans into the great Northwest Territory, laying the founda-
tion of the United States as a world power; and

‘Whereas there are now housed in the Public Library of Green-
ville, Ohio, hundreds of mementos and trophies of this critical
period of American history which should be placed in a suitable
memorial building in order to be preserved for future generations:
Therefore be it

Resolved, etc., That there is hereby established a Commission,
to be known as the Greenville Memorial Commission, and to be
composed of nine Commissioners, three to be appointed by the
President of the United States, three Senators to be appointed by
the President of the Senate, and three Members of the House of
Representatives to be appointed by the Speaker of the House.
Such Commission shall consider and formulate plans for design-
ing and constructing a permanent memorial to and for designing
and constructing a memorial building at Greenville, Ohio.

Sec, 2. Such Commission may, in its discretion, accept from any
source, public or private, money or property to be used for the
purpose of making surveys and investigations, formulating, pre-
paring, and considering plans for the construction of such memo-
rial, or other expenses incurred, or to be incurred, in carrying out
the provisions of this joint resolution.

Sec. 3. The Commission shall report its recommendations to
Congress as soon as practicable.

BEc. 4. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum
of 10,000, which shall be available to defray the necessary ex-
penses of the Commission for the performance of their dutles
hereinafter prescribed. Disbursement of sums herein authorized
to be appropriated shall be made upon vouchers approved by the
Chairman of the Commission.

With the following committee amendment:

Page 3, line 4, after the word “memorial”, strike out “to and for
designing and constructing a memorial.”

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The House joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and
read a third time, was read the third time, and passed, and
a motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

DELAWARE TRIBE OF INDIANS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 6535, authorizing an
appropriation for payment to the Delaware Tribe of Indians
on account of permanent annuities under treaty provision.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill may be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr, WoLcorTl?

There was no objection,
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AMENDMENT TO SECTION 6, ORGANIC ACT OF ALASKA

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 4776, to amend section
6 of the Organic Act of Alaska.
There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 6 of the act entitled “An act to
create a legislative assembly in the Territory of Alaska, to confer
legislative power thereon, and for other purposes,” approved August
24, 1912 (37 Stat. 512), is hereby amended to read as follows:

“Sec. 6. Convening and sessions of legislature: The Legislature
of Alaska shall convene at the capltol at the city of Juneau, Alaska,
on the fourth Monday in January in the year 1940 and on the
fourth Monday in January In each year thereafter; but the said
legislature shall not continue in session longer than 30 days in
the year 1940 and in each even-numbered year thereafter and shall
rot continue in session longer than 60 days in the year 1941 and
in each odd-numbered year thereafter unless again convened in
extraordinary session by a proclamation of the Governor, which
shall set forth the object thereof and give at least 15 days' notice
in writing or by telegram or radiogram to each member of said
legislature, and in such case shall not continue in session longer
than 15 days. The Governor of Alaska is hereby authorized to
convene the legislature in extraordinary session for a period not
exceeding 15 days when requested to do so by the President of the
‘Ut':}ted States or when any public danger or necessity may require
it.

Sec. 2. Section 2 of the act entitled “An act fixing the date for
holding elections of a Delegate from Alaska to the House of Repre-
eentatives and of members of the Legislature of Alaska; fixing the
date on which the Legislature of Alaska shall hereafter meet; pre-
scribing the personnel of the Territorial canvassing board, defining
its duties, and for other purposes,” approved March 26, 1934 (48
Stat. 465), is repealed.

With the following committee amendment:

Page 1, line 9, after the word “Legislature”, strike out the balance
of line ® and all of lines 10 and 11, and lines 1 to 15 on page 2, and
insert the following: “The Legislature of Alaska shall convene at the
capitol at the city of Juneau, Alaska, on the fourth Monday in
January in the year 1941 and on the fourth Monday in January
every 2 years thereafter; but the sald legislature shall not continue
in sesslon longer than 60 days in any 2 years unless again convened
in extraordinary sesslon by a proclamation of the Governor, which
shall set forth the object thereof and give at least 15 days’ notice
in writing or by telegram or radiogram to each member of said
legislature, and in such case shall not continue in session longer
than 30 days. The Governor of Alaska Is hereby authorized to
convene the legislature in extraordinary session for a period not
exceeding 30 days when requested to do so by the President of the
United States, or when any public danger or necessity may require
it.”

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

TRANSFER OF FUNDS TO WRANGELL, ALASKA

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7612, for the transfer
of funds to the town of Wrangell, Alaska.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the judge of the district court for the
first judicial division of Alaska is hereby authorized and directed
to pay to the city treasurer of the incorporated town of Wrangell,
Alaska, from a fund called fund “C” of sald district courf, the sum
of $6,092.76, heretofore pald into said fund *“C” by the Diamond
K Packing Co., a corporation of Wrangell, Alaska, in satisfaction of
a judgment imposed upon sald corporation by sald court for non-
payment of license tax due the United States, in approximately the
same sum, and by law inuring to the benefit of said town of
‘Wrangell.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

ADOPTING LAWS OF STATES FOR PUNISHING WRONGFUL ACTS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7018, to amend section
289 of the Criminal Code (U. S. C,, title 18, sec. 468) in regard
to adopting laws of States for punishing wrongful acts.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, reserving the
right to object, is there some one present who can explain the
effect of this bill?

Mr. CELLER. We have brought it down to February 1, to
bring it up to date.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman state what
part of the Federal law this applies to? Is this the section
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that adopts the State codes with regard to penalties for
various crimes on Federal reservations, including Indian
reservations?

Mr. McLAUGHLIN., The gentleman is correct.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. This merely brings this up to
date, accepting the State codes?

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. It simply brings the present law up
to date; that is correct. It extends the time for the applica-
tion of the law.

Mr. CELLER. We have passed these bills almost every
session.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. This bill is merely a changing
of the date at which the State codes are accepted?

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. That is entirely correct.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I have no objection, Mr.
Speaker.

Mr. LEWIS of Colorado. Reserving the right to object, Mr.
Speaker, I believe some of the rest of us are interested in
what these bills amending the criminal code do. Will the
gentleman explain the nature of the bill?

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. This bill simply extends the effective
date of the present law which makes applicable the provisions
of the State act with respect to criminal offenses committed
on a reservation which is surrounded by the State.

Mr. LEWIS of Colorado. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 289 of the Criminal Code (U.8.C.,
title 18, sec. 468) be, and it is hereby, amended to read as follows:

“SEc. 289. Whoever, within the territorial limits of any State,
organized Territory, or district, but within or upon any of the places
now existing or hereafter reserved or acquired, described in section
272 of the Criminal Code (U. 8. C., title 18, sec. 451), shall do or
omit the doing of any act or thing which is not made penal by any
laws of Congress, but which if committed or omitted within the
jurisdiction of the State, Territory, or district in which such place
is situated, by the laws thereof in force on June 1, 1939, and remain-
ing in force at the time of the doing or omitt the doing of such

act or thing, would be penal, shall be deemed guilty of a like offense
and be subject to a like punishment.”

With the following committee amendment:

Page 2, lines 2 and 3, strike out “June 1, 1939,” and insert
“February 1, 1940.”

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

PUNISHMENT FOR THE KILLING OR ASSAULTING OF FEDERAL
OFFICERS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7019, to amend sectionl
1 of the act providing punishment for the killing or assaulting
of Federal officers.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. FADDIS. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
I should like to have this bill explained so we may know what
it is.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. The bill amends the existing law
relating to the killing of certain Federal law-enforcement
officers. The present act makes it a Federal offense to kill
certain designated officers. Among these are United States
marshals and deputy marshals and also special agents of the
Federal Bureau of Investigation. The law is indefinite in
that it is not quite certain whether it applies to the murder
of a person who is employed to assist a United States marshal
or deputy marshal or to a person who is an officer or an em-
ployee of the Federal Bureau of Investigation but who may
not be officially designated as a special agent of that Bureau.
This bill simply expands the definition to make it certain that
the law will apply to a person who is appointed by a marshal
for the purpose of assisting him while, for instance, taking a
prisoner to a Federal penitentiary.

Mr. FADDIS. Then it does not narrow the field any?

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. It expands if.

Is there objection to the
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Mr. FADDIS. It does not provide any loopholes through
which criminals may escape?

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. No.

Mr. FADDIS. I withdraw my reservation of objection, Mr.
Speaker.

Mr. COCHRAN. Reserving the right to object, Mr.
Speaker, does the present law take in the post-office inspectors
and the employees of the Intelligence Unit of the Bureau of
Internal Revenue who are constantly investigating dangerous
characters?

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Yes.
in any way.

Mr. COCHRAN. Does existing law protect them?

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. The gentleman will see in the report
that the bill substitutes the phrase “any officer or employee
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation” for the phrase “spe-
cial agent of the Federal Bureau of Investigation” in the
existing law.

Mr. COCHRAN. If you are going to take care of some
Federal enforcement officers, why not take care of all of
them? That is what I advocate.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. I may say to the gentleman that the
law now applies to post-office inspectors, Secret Service op-
eratives, and similar officers. The bill simply provides that a
person who is appointed to assist a United States marshal or
deputy marshal is brought within the provisions of this act.

Mr. LEWIS of Colorado. Reserving the right to object,
Mr, Speaker, does this measure also apply to every employee
or appointee of the Federal Government?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. If the gentleman from Nebraska
will permit me to answer, may I say to my friend from Colo-
rado that the purpose of this proposed legislation is to bring
within the protection of the Federal criminal provisions per-
sons who are engaged by a marshal to help effectuate a par-
ticular arrest, or persons who are engaged, for instance, to
help transport Federal prisoners from the place of conviction
to the place of incarceration.

Mr. LEWIS of Colorado. It extends the act only to that
extent?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. That is all that I know of.

Mr. KELLER. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
what does this bill do?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. It gives such persons Federal
protection and makes it a Federal offense to kill persons who
are engaged in aiding in the transportation, for instance, of
prisoners.

Mr. KELLER. It does not put them under civil service?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. No; it does not apply to deputy
marshals; just persons hired for the job. It also applies to
persons who may be called in to help a Federal marshal effect
an arrest in a particular situation.

Mr. KELLER. That is all right.

Mr. FADDIS. Further reserving the right to object, Mr,
Speaker, would that include a chauffeur, a man driving a
vehicle?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I am not sure that that would
be true.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. It would be a gquestion of construc-
tion. If that person were construed to be a person employed
to assist a United States marshal or deputy United States
marshal, it would. This bill is intended to cover into the
provisions of the act individuals who are appointed or em-
ployed by a United States marshal or deputy marshal to assist
in making an arrest or in dealing with prisoners.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the hill?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete, That section 1 of the act of May 18, 1934
(ch. 209, 48 Stat. 780), as amended (U. S, C., title 18, sec. 253),
be, and it is hereby, amended to read as follows:

“That whoever shall kill, as defined In sections 273 and 274 of
the Criminal Code, any United States marshal or deputy United
States marshal or person employed to assist a United States mar-

shal or deputy United States marshal, any officer or employee of
the Federal Bureau of Investigation of the Department of Justice,

The bill does not affect those
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post-office inspector, Secret Bervice operative, any officer or en-
listed man of the Coast Guard, any employee of any United States
penal or correctional institution, any officer, employee, agent, or
other person in the service of the customs or of the internal
revenue, any immigrant inspector or any immigration patrol in-
spector, any officer or employee of the Department of Agriculture
designated by the Secretary of Agriculture to enforce any act of
Congress for the protection, preservation, or restoration of game
and other wild birds and animals, any officer or employee of the
National Park Service, any officer or employee of, or assigned to
duty in, the field service of the Division of Grazing of the De-
partment of the Interior, or any officer or employee of the Indian
field service of the United States, while engaged in the perform-
ance of his official duties, or on account of the performance of
his official duties, shall be punished as provided under section 275

of the Criminal Code.”

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

SERVICE OF PROCESS ON THE UNITED STATES IN FORECLOSURE
ACTIONS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7020, to amend sec-
tion 2 of the act of March 4, 1931 (46 Stat. 1528), in regard
to service of process on the United States in foreclosure
actions.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 2 of the act of March 4, 1931
(46 Stat. 1528; U. 8. C., title 28, sec. 902), be amended to read
as follows:

“Service upon the United States shall be made by serving the
process of the court with a copy of the bill of complaint upon
the United States attorney for the district or division in which the
suit has been or may be brought, or upon an assistant United
States attorney or a clerical employee designated by the United
States attorney in a writing filed with the clerk of the court in
which suit is brought, and by sending coples of the process and
bill, by registered mail, to the Attorney General of the United
States at Washington, D. C. The United States ghall have 60 days
after service as above provided, or such further time as the court
may allow, within which to appear and answer, plead, or demur.”

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

TRANSMISSION OF BUDGET IN YEARS IN WHICH A NEW PRESIDENT
TAKES OFFICE

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 8307, to change the
date of transmission to Congress of the Budget of the United
States in years in which a new President takes office.

Mr. BURDICK. Mr. Speaker, I object,

Mr, COCHRAN, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman reserve
his objection a moment?

Mr. BURDICK. Yes, Mr. Speaker; I reserve it.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, under existing law, the
President is required to transmit the Budget to Congress on
the first day of each regular session thereof—section 201 of
the Budget and Accounting Act, 1921,

As a matter of actual practice it never is sent in until the
second or third day, depending upon the delivery of the an-
nual message. The Budget usually follows the day after the
annual message is delivered.

As the law now stands, Congress meets on January 3 of each
year for the regular session.

The beginning of a Presidential term is on January 20.

With the transmission of the Budget required on the first
day of the regular session, January 3, and a new President tak-
ing office on January 20, the situation arises of an outgoing
President preparing completely and transmitting to Congress
in-accordance with and as required by law, a Budget for the
fiscal year which begins July 1 next following the taking of
office by a new President.

Under existing law, the outgoing President would prepare
and transmit the Budget which would not go into effect until
the new President had been in office for approximately 6
months.

This bill would permit the outgoing President, through
the Bureau of the Budget and Federal agencies to proceed
with the normal preparation of the Budget and advance the
work as much as possible. It would prevent the transmission
of the Budget to Congress. It would permit the incoming
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President to have until February 20, following his inauguration
on January 20, to determine the kind of a Budget message he
wished to incorporate in the Budget, and to determine the
character of Budget he wished to present to Congress. A 30-
day period should be sufficient to enable an incoming President

to reach such conclusions and make such changes as he

might desire in those items of the Budget which are not rou-
tine and which might be susceptible to changes based upon
policy. The full 30 days might not be required and, in that
event, the President could transmit his Budget earlier if he so
desired.

A delay in the transmission of the Budget in any year until
February would naturally delay the work of Congress in pre-
paring the appropriation bills based upon that Budget; yet if
the law is not changed, and the outgoing President sends in a
Budget, and his successor taking office on January 20 differs
with that Budget in policy or detail, and sends a modifying
message to Congress remaking the Budget in essential par-
ticulars, there would be endless confusion and reconsideration
with accompanying work of going over the ground again in
the light of the new recommendations.

The bill would give a new President an opportunity to have
something to say about the Budget for the first year of his new
administration without the embarrassment of having to
modify recommendations previously made by his predecessor
for a period of Government during which the predecessor
would not be President.

In years in which a President is inaugurated, the new Con-
gress must be organized by the election of officers and the
formation of committees. This often occupies considerable
time, and the delay in the transmission of the Budget would
not be entirely a loss of time under those circumstances.

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BURDICK. I yield.

Mr. FISH. I want to say to my highly distinguished friend
from North Dakota, in whom I have great confidence and
respect, that the prime object of this bill is to give the new or
incoming Republican President an opportunity to pass upon
the Budget, and I hope my Republican friend will not object.

Mr. BURDICK. In view of that promise I withdraw my
objection, Mr. Speaker. [Laughter.]

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the first paragraph of section 201 of the
Budget and Accounting Act, 1921, is amended t 1 read as follows:

“The President shall transmit the Budget o Congress at each
regular session thereof, The date of such transmission shall be not
later than 6 days after the date of the convening of such session,
except that the date of such transmission ghall be not earlier than
January 21, nor later than February 20, in a year in which the term
of office of President of the United States begins, If the person whose
term as incumbent of such office begins in such year is not the same

person as the one whose term ends in such year. Each such Budget
shall set forth in summary and detail:”.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

TRANSFER OF LAND AT VETERANS' ADMINISTRATION FACILITY,
COATESVILLE, PA,

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 2867, to authorize the
Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs to transfer by quitclaim
deed to the Pennsylvania Railroad Co., for right-of-way pur-
poses, a small strip of land at Veterans’ Administration
facility, Coatesville, Pa. :

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs be,
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to transfer by quitclaim
deed to the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. the following-described prop-
erty located at Veterans' Administration facility, Coatesville, Chester
County, Pa.:

Beginning at a point, sald point being marked by an iron pin and
eet in the southwest corner of the Veterans' Administration Reser-
vation as now constituted, sald point also being in the northerly
right-of-way line of the Pennsylvania Railroad right-of-way and
fifty feet distant from the center thereof; said point also being
directly opposite center line station 1872 plus 28.56 of the eastern
region, Eastern Pennsylvania Division, Philadelphia Division of the
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Pennsylvania Railroad; thence north, no degrees fifty minutes no
seconds west along the westerly boundary line of the Government
Reservation, a distance of forty-two and forty one-hundredths feet
to a point; thence along a curve to the left having a radius of five
thousand six hundred and forty feet, a distance of six hundred and
thirty-one and ninety-seven one-hundredths feet, the chord of which
curve bears south seventy-four degrees thirty-four minutes six sec-
onds east, a distance of six hundred and thirty-one and sixty-four
one-hundredths feet; thence south thirty-four degrees fiffy-one
minutes and no seconds west along one of the boundary lines of
the Government Reservation, a distance of forty-three and thirty-
one one-hundredths feet to a point, said point being in the north-
erly right-of-way line of the Pennsylvania Railroad right-of-way
and fifty feet distant from the center thereof, sald point also
being directly opposite center line station 1966 plus 17.55; thence
along a curve to the right having a radius of five thousand six
hundred and eighty feet, a distance of six hundred and five and
sixty-five one-hundredths feet the chord of which curve bears
north seventy-four degrees thirty-three minutes twenty seconds
west, a distance of six hundred and five and thirty-six one-hun-
dredths feet; said curve being the south boundary line of the Gov-
ernment Reservation and the north boundary line of the Penn-
sylvania Rallroad right-of-way to the point of beginning, contain-
ing in all an area of five hundred and sixty-eight one-thousandths
acres, more or less.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table,

The SPEAKER. This concludes the consideration of all

bills eligible for call on the calendar today.
RELIEF OF INDIANS WHO HAVE PAID TAXES ON ALLOTTED LANDS

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the proceedings by which the bill (H. R. 952) for the
relief of Indians who have paid taxes on allotted lands for
which patents in fee were issued without application by or
consent of the allottees and subsequently canceled, and for
the reimbursement of public subdivisions by whom judgments
for such claims have been paid, was stricken from the
calendar this morning, be vacated.

Mr. FADDIS. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
what bill is this?

Mr. CHURCH. The bill is H. R. 952.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I further reserve
the right to object for the purpose of making an explanation.
This is the bill which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
CocuraN] asked to have go over without prejudice. The gen-
tleman from North Dakota [Mr. Burpick] objected to that
request, Whereupon there were three objections to the con-
sideration of the bill through some misunderstanding. I
have spoken to the gentleman from Missouri and also to the
gentleman from North Dakota and it is agreeable to them
that the bill be restored to the calendar and then be passed
over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CHURCH]?

There was no objection,

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill (H. R. 952) be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

SALE OF CERTAIN UNITED STATES LINES SHIPS TO A BELGIUM
COMPANY

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, the sale and transfer of eight
ships belonging to the United States Lines, including the
President Harding, to a Belgium company on an exceedingly
thin mortgage is a shocking violation of the letter and spirit
of the American Neutrality Act.

The United States Lines chartered the ships, worth
$4.,000,000, on a bare-boat charter, without any American
crew for a down payment of only $137,000. This means that
the United States Lines has a first mortgage of 97 percent
in these boats. What a farce and travesty of our neutrality,
when an American company can continue to own 97-percent
interest in the ships.
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The approval of the United States Maritime Commission
of this sale and transfer of American ships to a Belgium
company for operation between New York, England, France,
and Belgium is an outrageous subterfuge and breach of our
neutrality. This transfér is far worse than the administra-
tion’s previous attempt to turn these ships over to the Pan-
amanian flag.

The fight in the Congress centered on keeping American
ships out of belligerent areas, and now an arm of the Gov-
ernment proposes to send ships in which American com-
panies have a major interest into the war zone.

The minute we turn our ships over to carry arms and am-
munition to belligerent nations we must expect reprisals and
direct attacks from submarines and raiders off our coast.

This transfer is a reckless disregard of the intent of Con-
gress in the Neutrality Act, which had for its main purpose
keeping American ships out of the war zones and ourselves
out of war. The next step will be to fly American flags over
these 97 percent American-owned ships,

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. LEAVY. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp and include a statement
by the Commissioner of Reclamation as to the Grand Coulee
Dam. Also, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend
my remarks and to include a statement by the Geological
Survey showing the stream flow during the last year.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GEYER of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp and include
therein a statement in regard to the attitude of the Ameri-
can Federation of Labor on the poll tax.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SHANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp, and to include certain
excerpts on vital material.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CELLER, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the ReEcorp on the subject of labor
conditions in New York, and to insert a brief statement by
Lugi Antonini, of the American Labor Party.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

PURCHASE OF LAND, TURTLE MOUNTAIN INDIAN AGENCY

Mr. ROGERS of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill (S.
1036) to authorize the purchase of certain lands adjacent to
the Turtle Mountain Indian Agency in the State of North
Dakota, with House amendments thereto, insist on the House
amendments, and agree to the conference asked by the
Senate,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr.
Rocers of Oklahoma, Mr. HILL, Mr. BURDICK.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the ReEcorp and include an editorial
from the Sioux Falls Daily Argus Leader.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

TRADE AGREEMENTS

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the consideration of House Joint Reso-
lution 407, to extend the authority of the President under
section 350 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended. Pending
that I ask unanimous consent that I may insert in my re-
marks certain newspaper articles to which I shall refer.

The SPEAEER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from North Carclina?

There was no objection.
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The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the time for
general debate has already been fixed by unanimous consent.
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from North
Carolina that the House resolve itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera-
tion of House Joint Resolution 407.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con-
sideration of House Joint Resolution 407, with Mr. Woob-
ruUM of Virginia in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the joint reso-
lution.

The Clerk read as follows:

House Joint Resolution 407

Resolved, ete., That the perlod during which the President is
authorized to enter into foreign-trade agreements under section
350 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended by the act (Public, No.
316, 73d Cong.) approved June 12, 1934, is hereby extended for a
further period of 3 years from June 12, 1940.

The CHAIRMAN. Under consent order of February 14
the time for general debate is fixed at 12 hours, the time to
be equally divided between the gentleman from North Caro-
lina [Mr. DoucHTON] and the gentleman from New York
[Mr. CROWTHER].

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, since January 11 the
Committee on Ways and Means has been giving continuous
and careful consideration to House Joint Resolution 407, a
resolution to extend the Trade Agreements Act, which is now
before the House for consideration. That measure was first
enacted in June of 1934, to be effective for a period of 3
years. In 1937 it was extended for an additional 3-year
period, which will expire on June 12, 1940. At the time of its
original enactment, and even, to some extent, upon the occa-
sion of its extension in 1937, we were proceeding principally
upon the basis of a strong hope and conviction that the
reciprocal-trade program was the best means of curing the
multitude of evils which had arisen under the Hawley-Smoot
Act. We then dealt with hopes and beliefs; we now deal with
concrete realities and factual evidence.

The Trade Agreements Act has been in operation almost 6
years, and there need be no further conjecture regarding its
merits. There are sufficient facts before us to convince any-
one who will give them unbiased and nonpartisan considera-
tion of the virtues and success of the program. Very few
public statutes or issues in the entire history of our Nation
have been subjected to such widespread and critical exami-
nation. Through every channel of publication, the facts
concerning this program have been placed before the Amer-
ican people, and its merits have been discussed and argued by
almost every commentator on public affairs.

NEEDS FOR THE RECIPROCAL-TRADE FROGRAM

At the time of its enactment the Trade Agreements Act
was not only the choice of all of the possible courses of
action with respect to the tariff, but it was the only one
having the elements necessary to success. Its adoption was
a dire necessity if we were to stem the tide of calamity
which was sweeping in upon us.

The Hawley-Smoot Tariff was enacted in June of 1930.
However, the Congress began its consideration at a special
session in April of 1929, called, ostensibly, for the purpose of
a limited revision of the tariff to aid agriculture. It imme-
diately became apparent that it was not to be a limited
revision but an old-fashioned, logrolling tariff in the tradi-
tional Republican manner. Even Mark Sullivan describes
this procedure as the typical Republican way. Not only
this Nation, but the whole world saw what was coming.
There immediately flocked to Washington a multitude of
emissaries from the organized special interests. The repre-
sentatives of each industry or interest had their pet object
which must be protected at all costs. Logrolling, horse
trading, and back scratching flourished as the contending
factions maneuvered for position.

The best possible government 1s one whose primary con-
sideration is the best interest and general welfare of its
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people as a whole. However, it is notorious that, in the
consideration of the Hawley-Smoot Tariff Act, as in other
Republican tariff legislation, an absolutely contrary course
was followed. No group or interest, not ably represented at
that grab fest, was given more than secondary or passing
consideration, and, judged by their actions, nothing could
have been further from the minds of its sponsors than the
general welfare of all the American people. Some of the most
favored of the benefit grabbers actually atfended the
executive session of the Committee on Ways and Means, so
I am reliably informed, while the Democratic members of
the committee were excluded (read Hull's testimony).
The experts and clerks of other favored groups were given
desks in the committee rocms and became a part of the
committee staff.

The connection between tariff benefits and service to the
Republican Party was never stronger. Those who had re-
sponded most liberally when the campaign hat was passed
had the loudest and most effective voices in the distribution
of the pie.

Mr. Chairman, Hon. Cordell Hull, now Secretary of State,
at that time was the ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. He was not even permitted to
sit in when the bill was under consideration in executive ses-
sion. He was unable to find out what was in the bill until
it had been already acted upon by the Republican members
of the committee. That was the consideration given the
minority members in the consideration of the Smoot-Hawley
bill.

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, in the con-
sideration of the bill in the committee, as I recall, it was
impossible except for Republican members of the committee
to offer amendments.

Mr. DOUGHTON. They brought in a special rule to permit
no amendments except those offered by the majority members
of the committee. Still we hear our friends of the minority
talk about star-chamber proceedings. That is mentioned in
the minority report. Of all people who should never talk
about secret or star-chamber proceedings, or steam-roller
processes, our minority friends are the last that should ever
utter a word in that regard.

Of the 10,681 lines in the Hawley-Smoot hill, only 82 were
considered in the House. Of the 727 paragraphs included in
the first and second sections of the bill, only 6 of them were
read and considered. Of the 183 sections contained in the
bill, only a small fraction of one of the sections was read and
considered. There were only 4 pages of the 434 pages of the
bill given any consideration. Of this procedure, Ragon, of
Arkansas, a former member of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, said:

As a fitting climax to this legislative horseplay which characterized
the conduct of this bill through its consideration by the House, the
Clerk read, as a part of the meager consideration of this bill, para-
graph 2 * * *,

A paragraph dealing with the chemical schedule.

During the formulation and enactment of the Hawley-
Smoot legislation storm warnings were flying from every di-
rection. More than a thousand leading economists predicted
with prophetic accuracy the results which followed. It was
pointed out that the only possible fruit of such evilly con-
ceived and ill-considered legislation would be a disastrous
effect upon our trade relations with foreign nations and, con-
sequently, upon our own economy. The spokesmen of the
Democratic Party and many leaders among the Republicans
protested with all of the vigor at their command.

Our Republican friends contended with all the fervor of
their souls that the Smoot-Hawley Act had nothing whatever
to do with the depression of 1930 and afterward.

For instance, Mr. William Allen White, of Emporia, Kans.,
and editor of the Emporia Gazette, states:

One of the things that brought about the depression was the
Smoot-Hawley bill. The Gazette =aid so at the top of its lungs
before the Smoot-Hawley law was finally formulated, while it was
passing, and after it had become a law. That tariff was an offense
against economic stability not only in the United States but all over
the world,
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I have some testimony here by the minority leader, bearing
on that same subject. Here is what the minority leader [Mr.
MarTin] said as reported in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

From 1930 on, world conditions continued to get progressively
worse. No one recognized this fact more clearly than President
Hoover and the Republican Members of the Congress. They saw

that these world-trade barriers which restricted the intelligent
flow of goods were causing the depression.

What produced those barriers but the Smoot-Hawley Act?
Messrs. Garver and Hansen, two of the leading economists

of the country, spoke concerning this matter, as follows:
The Tariff Act of 1930, agitated in 1928—

That is when the country began to get alarmed—

introduced In Congress in 1929 at the height of prosperity, and
passed before the depression had become serious, intensified inter-
national difficulties. It gave the signal for the collapse of the
tariff truce which had been prepared in Eurcpe, and led to tariff
retaliations in many countries.

That is what these disinterested authorities and able
economists said on this subject:

They further stated:

Under the impact of the depression, the fall in prices, and the
break-down of the international gold standard, tariffs almost every-
where were raised and other forms of trade restrictions were
adopted, including rigid limitation of imports by means of fixed
guotas and vigorous governmental control over foreign exchange.

I might read also for the edification of my brethren of the
minority what the Washington Daily News of Monday, June
16, 1930, had to say editorially in this regard:

No one can explain away the disastrous effects of this suicidal
legislation on American prosperity.

Here are the facts as recorded on just 1 day: On the day the bill
passed Wall Street responded with a market drop which dragged
several standard stocks even lower than in the November crash.

On the day the bill passed there was a general fall in commodity
prices, bringing some to new low levels for the year.

On the day the bill passed all grain prices fell to new levels for
the season—wheat went to the lowest price in a year, cats the
lowest in 8 years, rye the lowest in 30 years.

On the day the bill passed the price of cotton declined to the
lowest level in more than 3 years.

Our friends disclaim and deny any responsibility whatso-
ever for the depression, so far as the Smoot-Hawley Act is
concerned. It is characteristic of our friends to always
claim credit when the country is prosperous-and conditions
are favorable, but when the reverse is the case, they deny
responsibility.

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. DOUGHTON. Yes; I yield to my friend.

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Reminiscent of the passage
of the bill and the figures quoted by the gentleman with
reference to the fall on the stock market and agricultural
prices, I recall quite vividly that the last argument made in
favor of the Hawley-Smoot tariff bill was by our friend the
gentleman from New York [Mr. CrowTHER], and his last
words were that the sunshine of prosperity is now about to
burst upon our great country in the passage of this great bill.
I recall that I made the remark next day that the sunshine
burst the wrong way, and it kept on bursting the wrong way
continuously thereafter.

Mr. DOUGHTON. That was about the time that Mr.
Hoover said that Republican policies would abolish poverty
and that two cars would be in every garage and every pot
would be filled with good fat chickens, That was about the
same time as the remarks of the gentleman from New York,
Dr. CROWTHER.

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. DOUGHTON. Not now. I do not have time.

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. DOUGHTON. Quoting further from the News:

th ay the bill passed European dispatches reported that
th?;opp%rdlgteregts of Great Brltalg, Belgia?;:n, and Germany had
agreed to retaliate by withdrawing large orders in the United

States for copper and nonferrous metals, whereupon the American
Copper Exporters' Association frantically cut prices. p
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On the day the bill passed, the Mexican Government officially
announced it would erect retaliatory duties, which follows similar
retaliation against us by Canada and others,

Not only Mexico but also other nations announced retali-
atory duties, which followed similar action by Canada and
other nations. i

On the day the bill passed, the United States Department of
Commerce announced that American exporis dropped in May to
the lowest point in the last 6 years.

When the Smoot-Hawley Act was under consideration our
Republican friends were so sure that it was a panacea for
all our ills and would cure all of our economic difficulties that
Senator Watson, of Indiana, in the Senate made this very
definite statement:

It is guite true that we are in the midst of a financial depres-
sion produced by manifest causes that I shall not here discuss
and which do not pertain to this subject, but I here and now
predict, and I ask my fellow Senators to recall this prediction in
the days to come, that if this bill is passed this Nation will be
on the upgrade finaneially, economically, and commercially within
30 days, and that within a year from this time we shall have
regained the peak of prosperity and the position we lost last
October, and shall again resume our position as the first and fore-
most of all the people of history in all the essential elements of
individual and national greatness.

EFFECTS OF THE HAWLEY-SMOOT ACT

The storm warnings were unheeded, the counsel of the
economists ignored, and the protests were lightly turned
aside. The effects of the legislation were even more calam-
itous than its critics had predicted.

Agriculture, the already desperate plight of which had
served as the excuse for the Grundy orgy, sank to unbelieve-
ably lower depths. The farm cash income of the United
States dropped down from 11.2 billions of dollars in 1929
to 4.7 billions in 1932. By 1932, farmers were getting 30
cents a bushel for their wheat, notwithstanding the wheat
tariff of 42 cents a bushel. They were getting only 10 to
20 cents a bushel for corn, even though the corn tariff was
25 cents a bushel. In Kansas and other States corn was
being used for fuel. They were getting only 15 or 16 cents
a pound for their butterfat, although the tariff on butter
was 14 cents a pound. They were getting only 9 cents a
pound for their wool, even though the wool tariff was 24
cents a pound. Cotton was selling for about 5 cents a
pound. Millions of farmers lost their homes.

In retaliation against the excessive rates provided, other
countries set up barriers equal to or greater than our own.
The result was a complete deadlock, resulting in a gradu-
ally increasing paralysis of international trade and com-
merce. Our sales to other nations fell from over 5 hillion dol-
lars in 1929 to a little more than 1'% billions in 1932. The
ruinous effects of the closing of export outlets for the great
surplus-producing divisions of both agriculture and industry
rapidly permeated every branch of our economic life. The
reduced purchasing power of their employees and owners
was immediately reflected in the consumption of articles
produced for domestic use. This vicious cycle grew in in-
tensity until American business, industry, and agriculture
found themselves in the midst of utter ruin.

It was a particularly ironic justice that caused those
groups and interests, who had clamored for and secured
special protection under the Hawley-Smoot Act, to suffer
from its iniquitous effects just as did their fellow citizens
who had not received favored treatment. They had pulled
the house down on themselves.

DEMOCRATIC ACTION TO SAVE THE NATION FROM “GRUNDYISM"

The present administration met the problem squarely with
bold and vigorous action. Many purely domestic measures
were taken to restore employment, relieve suffering and dis-
tress, rebuild prices, increase wages and values, save our
farms and homes from mortgage foreclosures, rescue our
factories and business houses from bankruptey, make our
banks and financial institutions safe depositories of the
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It was evident, however, that such action alone could not
insure a full and stable prosperity unless our foreign trade
could be revived. The only way this could be achieved was
to remove the strangling shackles which the Hawley-Smoot
tariff had wound about our commerce with other nations.
Intelligent observers pointed out that unless we could see our
national economy as a whole and could view national pros-
perity as a unit, we could never hope to place this Nation
upon a permanently secure economic basis.

The basic philosophy which activated the Congress in the
adoption of the Trade Agreements Act was founded in a
realization that exports and imports are interdependent, and
that nations, like individuals, cannot sell unless they buy.
We knew that it would prove impossible to persuade other
nations to modify their trade restrictions toward us, imposed
to counteract the restrictions which we had raised against
them, unless we stood ready to adjust our own trade barriers
and correct our own mistakes. With international economic
relationships so filled with swiftly changing complexities in
which other governments have the means of speedy action,
we believed it necessary for the legislative and executive
branches of our Government to cooperate in providing the
proper means of meeting these emergencies with action
equally swift.

By the Reciprocal Trade Act the Congress placed in the
hands of the Executive the authority and responsibility of
administering this program, after first defining the poliey to
be followed, the limitations and restraints beyond which the
powers granted do not extend, and the methods by which the
purposes of the act are to be carried out. We believed and
still believe, and the facts fully support our contention, that
the program adopted was the best way to deal with the vex-
atious problem; and that it supplies the safest, surest,
simplest, and only practical method of rebuilding our foreign
trade on a secure basis.

SAFEGUARDS IN THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE PROGRAM

The Congress exercised the utmost caution, consistent with
the speed and efficacy necessary to the success of the pro-
gram, by surrounding the administration of the Trade Agree-
ments Act with every possible safeguard. Under the provi-
sions of the statute no agreement can be entered into until
after due public notice shall have been given and all inferested
persons have had an opportunity to be heard and to present
their views.

Moreover, section 4 of the Trade Agreements Act provides
that before concluding any agreement “the President shall
seek information and advice with respect thereto from the
United States Tariff Commission, the Departments of State,
Agriculture, and Commerce, and from such other sources as
he may deem appropriate.”

Pursuant to this provision an interdepartmental organiza-
tion has been established on which five agencies are regu-
larly represented, namely, the Departments of State, Agri-
culture, Commerce, and Treasury, and the United States
Tariff Commission. Through this organization the agencies
mentioned participate in the formulation of every detail of
the trade agreements and no agreement has been entered
into which has not been fully concurred in by them. In
addition, a number of other departments and agencies are
consulted with respect to special questions coming within
their field and their information and views have been
brought to bear upon the questions presented.

I am assured by the heads of the departments concerned
that this organization and this procedure will be fully main-
tained with respect to any action taken under this author-
ity in the future, not only as regards the question of con-
cluding particular agreements but as regards the joint par-
ticipation in the formulation of their terms down to the
minutest detail.

This procedure and administration is in accordance with
the intention of Congress when the existing statute was
enacted. I desire to state that I urge the renewal of this
act with that fact in mind.
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In other words the State Department, the Department of
Commerce, the Department of Agriculture, and the United
States Tariff Commission all cooperated in working out and
negotiating these trade agreements. I was informed today
by the Department of Agriculture and the Department of
Commerce as well as the Department of State that they
have all cooperated 100 percent and that they have worked
unitedly, that there has been no disagreement, that they
have been in entire accord as to all of these agreements
which have been negotiated. Is not this sufficient assurance
that the purposes of the bill have been carried out, and like-
wise assurance that proper and necessary safeguards were
thrown about the program?

There is also an Interdepartmental Trade Agreements
Committee, made up of representatives of the departments
and agencies of the Government, which directs all necessary
studies, reviews the reports and recommendations of its sub-
committees, and approves all details of the agreements sub-
ject to final approval by the Secretary of State and the
President. Each agreement is further protected by an escape
clause.

I am reliably informed that not only are the Department
of State, the Department of Agriculture, the Department of
Commerce, and the Tariff Commission cooperating, but that
also they call in the heads of other Departments and
Bureaus and get advice from them, and secure the best in-
formation possible before these agreements are concurred in.
Oh, the minority report says that notwithstanding they give
hearings to all interested parties, hearings should be granted
after the agreements are negotiated, after they are prepared
and perfected. Think how perfectly ridiculous such a
proposition is. It is just like saying that they should give
hearings on a tariff bill after the committee has brought in
its recommendation. They know that such a thing was
never done. They know that such a policy would vitiate any
program adopted. They know that no one could ever do
anything like that. That is so asinine and so absolutely
ridiculous that I am surprised that the minority represent-
atives should suggest it. There would never be any end to
negotiations.

Each agreement is further protected by an escape clause.
I have a letter here from Secretary Hull on that subject
amplifying his position and will place that in the Recorp:

FEBRUARY 8, 1940,
The Honorable RoBerT L. DOUGHTON,
Chairman, Ways and Means Commdittee,
House of Representatives.

My Dear Mr. DoucHTON: Replying to your inquiry relative to
the escape or safeguarding clauses included in trade agreements
and the policy of the Executive branch of the Government in
pufting them into operation, with special reference to the trade
agreement with Venezuela, I would say that, in accordance with
the general policy of providing flexibility in order to safeguard the
interests of our domestic producers, an escape or safeguarding
clause in unusually broad terms was included in the trade agree-
ment with Venezuela. This clause permits remedial action when-
ever—to use the language of the agreement—"special circum-
stances” render it necessary or advisable to do so. The clause
would permit such action with respect to petroleum or any other
product included in the agreement,

I scarcely need to assure you that the operation of the trade
agreements is given constant and careful supervision in order
that remedial action may be taken whenever it appears that the
producer of any product might be materially injured. Nor is it
necessary to add that this statement applies to the concessions
granted on petroleum and other products included in the Vene-
zuelan agreement.

Sincerely yours,
CorpELL HULL.

Secretary Hull definitely and plainly states that, through
the escape clause, if any mistakes are made, the injured
party may have a hearing to show wherein he is injured.
Through this escape clause any injurious effect of the trade
agreements is remedied.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. DOUGHTON. I am glad to yield to my friend from
Massachusetts.

Mr. McCORMACK. I call the attention of the gentleman
from North Carolina to the fact that the late President
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McKinley, despite the efforts of our Republican friends to
place a different construction upon what he said in the last
speech he made before he was unfortunately assassinated,
made the strongest appeal for reciprocal-trade agreements
that I have ever heard expresed by anyone. In fact, his sug-
gestions were nearly along the lines of the present law.

Mr. DOUGHTON. Absolutely. You could lay the statement
of President McKinley alongside the words of Secretary Hull
and hardly distinguish between them.

Here is what President McKinley said in his last speech:

‘We have a vast and intricate business, built up through years of
toil and struggle, in which every part of the country has its stake,
which will not permit of either neglect or of undue selfishness,
No narrow, sordid policy will subserve it. The greatest skill and
wisdom on the part of the manufacturers and producers will be
required to hold and increase it. Our industrial enterprises, which
have grown to such great proportions, affect the homes and occu-
pations of the people and the welfare of the country. Our capacity
to produce has developed so enormously and our products have so
multiplied that the problem of our markets requires our urgent and
immediate attentlion. Only a broad and enlightened policy will keep
what we have. No other policy will get more. In these times of
marvelous business energy and gain we ought to be looking to the
future, strengthening the weak places in our industrial and commer-
cial systems, that we may be ready for any storm or strain.

By sensible trade arrangements, which will not interrupt cur
home production, we shall extend the outlets for our increasing sur-
plus. A system which provides a mutual exchange of commodities
is manifestly essential to the continued and healthful growth of
our export trade. We must not repose in fancied security that we
can forever sell everything and buy little or nothing. If such a
thing were possible, it would not be best for us or for those with
whom we deal. We should take from our customers such of their
products as we can use without harm to our industries and labor.
Reciprocity is the natural outgrowth of our wonderful industrial
development under the domestic policy now firmly established.
What we produce beyond our domestic consumption must have a
vent abroad. The excess must be relieved through a foreign outlet,
and we should sell everywhere we can and buy wherever the buying
will enlarge our sales and production, and thereby make a greater
demand for home labor.

The period of exclusiveness is past. The expansion of our trade
and commerce is the pressing problem. Commercial wars are un-
profitable. A policy of good will and friendly trade relations will
prevent reprisals. Reciprocity treaties are in harmony with the
spirit of the times; measures of retaliation are not.

If perchance some of our tariffs are no longer needed for revenue
or to encourage and protect our industries at home, why should they
not be employed to extend and promote our markets abroad?

Had I not known by whom that statement was made I
would have thought it came from Secretary Hull on the
subject of reciprocity.

Mr. McCORMACK. May I make another inquiry? Has
my friend, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and
Means, any cbservations to make on the unfortunate situa-
tion that arose in the committee where the Republican mem-
bers undertook to make this a political issue?

Mr. DOUGHTON. It was very unfortunate that a great
economic question like this should be made a political issue;
but from the very beginning of our hearings, at every turn,
every day, every opportunity, it was perfectly manifest they
were making political capital out of this question.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Will not the gentleman admit that
the tariff has been a political issue in this country from the
very foundation of our Government?

Mr. DOUGHTON. Yes; but I will not admit it should be.
Of course, it is an issue upon which the Republican Party has
depended for its life and vitality. If you were to take that
issue from it, I do not know on what source they would rely
for campaign funds, and without campaign funds I do not
know where it would be. It gives them a source of revenue
to conduct their campaigns, and that is the cause of the
desperate opposition to this legislation.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Does not the gentleman know his
own party endorsed the Republican Party policy with ref-
erence to the protective tariff, and does not the gentleman
know every man on the Democratic side of the Committee
on Ways and Means——

Mr. DOUGHTON. I do not yield for a speech from the
gentleman. I do not know that the Democratic Party has
ever taken that position, and I hope it will never endorse
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everything that the Republican Party stands for in the way
of g tariff. I would feel like quitting the Democratic Party
if it committed a sin of that kind.

Mr. GEARHART. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. GEARHART. I hope the Democratic Party never does
fall as low as the gentleman pointed out, but likewise the
gentleman rose to great heights when he referred to President
McKinley. DBut whether the question of the tariff is a po-
litical one or not, I want the gentleman to know exactly what
President McKinley did stand for, and with his permission
may I read at this moment about three lines from what the
former President had to say on this subject?

Mr. DOUGHTON. I cannot yield for a stump speech. The
gentleman can use his own time.

Mr. GEARHART. I want to read a line or two.

Mr. DOUGHTON. I cannot yield. The gentleman can do
that in his own time.
Mr. GEARHART.

McKinley said.

Mr. DOUGHTON. I do not yield to the gentleman. The
gentleman took more time to make stump speeches in com=-
mittee than any other member. I decline to yield at this
time for a political stump speech.

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee. s

Mr. COOPER. The statement to which the gentleman
from California refers is in the minority report, which is
available to all Members.

Mr. DOUGHTON. Of course it is there, and it will be
distorted in every possible way in order to make capital
out of it.

The gentleman quoted what President

RESULTS OF THE PROGEAM

By inaugurating the trade-agreements program, under our
great Secretary of State, Cordell Hull, we took a position of
Jeadership in a movement to reverse the destructive trends
of trade-destroying impediments and to open the way for a
healthy expansion of mutually beneficial trade between our
country and the rest of the world. Trade agreements have
been concluded with 21 nations, including such important
commercial countries as the United Kingdom and Canada,
our 2 best customers. These agreements include 8 with
European countries: namely Belgium, Sweden, the Nether-
lands, Switzerland, Prance, Finland, the United Kingdom,
and Czechoslovakia, which has been terminated. One agree-
ment has been concluded with Turkey, a near-eastern coun-
try, and, in the Western Hemisphere, the original agreement
with Canada, effective on January 1, 1936, has been super-
seded by a new agreement, effective on January 1, 1939,
Eleven agreements have been concluded with the following
American republics: Cuba, Haiti, Brazil, Honduras, Colom-
bia, Guatemala, Nicaragua, Costa Rica, El Salvador, Ecuador,
and Venhezuela. One agreement, that with Cuba, became
effective in 1934, 3 in 1935, 10 in 1936, 2 in 1937, 2 in 1938,
and 3 in 1939.

Let us take notice of the effect of the reciprocal-trade
agreements. The way to judge anything is by its effect, not
what its opponents or proponents may say about it.

In 1929, our exports to those countries with which we now
have trade agreements aggregated about $3,000,000,000. By
1933, sales to these countries had sunk to less than $1,000,-
000,000. In 1938, they had risen again to more than
$2,000,000,000. Trade with these countries constitutes about
60 percent of our total foreign trade.

In the trade agreements thus far concluded with 21 coun-
tries, the foreign governments concerned have lowered their
trade barriers on a wide range of American farm and factory
products. The concessions obtained by the United States in-
clude duty reductions, enlarged quotas, and other mitigations
of restrictive measures, as well as the binding of existing
duties or free entry, on literally hundreds of items which
enter into our export trade. Opponents of a liberal frade
policy try to tell us that the concessions which we have ob-
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tained are of no benefit while those which we have granted
are injurious.

They produced no evidence in support of the contention.
That is the only statement that was made, but it is not sup-
ported by the facts. When you compare our trade with the
countries with which we have negotiated trade agreements,
with those countries with which we have no trade agree-
ments, it will be shown conclusively the benefits that have
flown from the enactment of these agreements.

Taking the years 1934 and 1935 as substantially a pre-
agreement period, since only one agreement was in effect
for the entire year of 1935, exports from the United States
averaged two and two-tenths billion dollars. During the 2-
‘year period 1937 and 1938, with 17 agreements in effect for
most of the time, exports had increased to an average of
three and two-tenths billion dollars.

That is an increase of $1,000,000,000 over the period before
the agreements were entered into. We do not make exag-
gerated claims, or claims that cannot be supported by the

acts.

While no claim is made that this entire trade increase was
due to the advantages for American exports cbtained by the
United States in trade agreements, it is significant that dur-
ing the period 1937-38, exports from the United States to
countries with which reciprocal-trade agreements were in
operation averaged 61.2 percent greater than during the
153435 period. Over the same periods, our exports to non-
trade-agreement countries averaged only 37.9 percent greater.

INCREASED IMPORTS AND EXPORTS

A comparison of the average imports and exports with re-
spect to both the trade-agreement and nonagreement coun-
tries for the years 1934 and 1935, as against those for the
years 1937 and 1938, show the following results: For 1934-35,
the yearly average of exports to the trade-agreement coun-
tries was $760,000,000. For 1937-38, this fizure had risen to
one billion two hundred and twenty-five millions, an increase
of four hundred and sixty-five millions, or 61 percent. At the
same time, our average imports from these same countries
increased from $794,000,000 to 1934-35 to one billion seventy-
four millions in 1937-38, an increase of two hundred and
eighty millions or only 35 percent, as compared with the 61-
percent increase in exports. This shows we were not out-
traded in these agreements.

Using a like comparison regarding our trade with non-
agreement countries, exports increased from one hillion four
hundred and forty-eight millions to one billion nine hundred
and ninety-seven millions, an increase of five hundred and
forty-nine millions, or 38 percent as compared to the 61-per-
cent increase in the case of the trade-agreement countries.
On the same basis, imports from the nonagreement countries
increased from one billion fifty-seven millions to one billion
four hundred and forty-eight millions, an increase of three
hundred and ninety-one millions, or 37 percent.

Thus, in the case of the trade-agreement countries, ex-
ports have increased 61 percent while imports have increased
35 percent; while in the case of the nonagreement countries,
imports and exports have increased in almost exactly the
same proportion.

In this respect, Roger Babson, noted statistician, in an
article appearing last Monday in the Washington Post, states:

This, In a nutshell tells the effectiveness of the program, its aid
to jobs and industry.

And, in closing his article, he further states:

As statistician, I believe that the Hull trade pacts should be
backed to the limit by every straight-thinking, unselfish, and hon-
est American.

It is important to note not only that exports from the
United States to the trade-agreements countries have gained
relatively more than exports to non-trade-agreement coun-
tries, but also that the trade-agreement countries have gen-
erally increased their purchases of American products more
than they have increased their purchases of the products of
other countries. For example, in 1937 and 1938, Belgian im-
ports for consumption from the United States were 81 percent
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and 100 percent, respectively, above imports during the pre-
agreement year, 1934, while Belgian imports from all other
countries were only 44 percent and 14 percent greater. In the
3 years 1936-38 of the first agreement with Canada, that coun-
try’s imports from the United States averaged 42 percent
greater than in 1934-35 as compared with an average gain of
22 percent in Canadian imports from countries other than the
United States between the same periods.
BENEFITS TO AGRICULTURE

The benefits which American agriculture has derived from
the operation of the trade-agreements program are substan-
tial. The volume of agricultural commodities imported from
trade-agreement countries has not increased to any greater
degree than the volume of such imports from nonagreement
countries, On the other hand, farm exports to the trade-
agreements countries have increased 15 percent from 1935-36
to 1938-39, while exports to nonagreement countries have
actually decreased 19 percent.

Valuable and substantial concessions have been secured
from many foreign countries regarding our basic farm prod-
ucts such as corn, hogs, wheat, fruits, tobacco, lard, and
many other items. Under this treatment, farm income rose
from four and seven-tenths billions of dollars in 1932 to
seven and six-tenths billions in 1938.

The increased consuming power of the industrial worker
and city dweller, due to the beneficial effects of this program,
has aided substantially in the improvement of the farmer’s
domestic market. In addition, allowing for the changes in
the cost of living to the farmer, the farm income of 1938
represented at least 40 percent more purchasing power than
such income for 1932.

These are substantial, concrete facts and not opinions,
about which there can be no controversy. They stand as an
insurmountable wall to those critics of the program who
would have us abandon it and revert once more to particular
protection of the special interest.

There was no evidence of any direct or serious injury.
Those opposed to the program based their opposition on fear
of what might occur. We vigorously contend that even if
some slight direct injury has been sustained, it is more than
compensated for by generally improved business throughout
the country.

Even if some slight temporary hardship does result to some
particular industry or minor group or interest, it is apparent
that, in the long run, benefits will flow to every citizen
through the improved national economy and general welfare
of the country. We are not here dealing with local legisla-
tion which is aimed solely to the benefit of any section or
group. Here we have national legislation in its broadest
sense, with the welfare of the whole United States as its
supreme goal.

MOST-FAVORED-NATION CLAUSE

I want to comment briefly upon the policy of equal treat-
ment. Now, we have paid our Republican friends a great
compliment by adopting the most-favored-nation policy from
them. In some ways they do not seem to appreciate this
compliment.

The increases in our exports to trade-agreement countries
occurred not only because we obtained from such countries
valuable tariff reductions and important mitigations of other
restrictive measures but also because, through trade agree-
ments, they have given us a guaranty of equal treatment.
These assurances of nondiscrimination against our goods
were secured through the application of the unconditional
most-favored-nation principle.

For example, in the agreement with Canada, reductions
due to a most-favored-nation treatment were obtained on
some 600 items, covering $112,000,000, including a long list of
grains and their products, iron and steel manufactures, and
heavy machinery.

There has been a good deal said to the effect that countries
with which we have trade agreements continue to discrimi-
nate against us. No evidence was presented to prove the
statements. A list of countries was presented by one wit-
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ness, but I was interested to note that the countries had not
concluded trade agreements under the present act. Through
trade agreements we have an effective instrument for main-
taining a nondiscriminatory principle. We have not had an
effective instrument outside of trade agreements.

Obviously, when we demand and receive nondiscriminatory
treatment from other countries, we must be willing to ex-
tend similar treatment to them. It is necessary insurance
against one of the most injurious obstructions to trade to
which our exports are exposed. Hence the Congress, in pass-
ing the Trade Agreements Act, wisely decided to continue
nondiscriminatory treatment as the basis of our commercial
policy. Accordingly the unconditional most-favored-nation
principle—the only effective means of insuring nondiscrimi-
natory treatment for exports—which has been employed in
this country since 1923, has been embodied in our trade
agreements.

We have generalized the tariff adjustments made in indi-
vidual trade agreements to all countries which have been
found to accord us substantially nondiseriminatory treat-
ment. We have refused such generalization to countries
which in turn refuse us such treatment. In this manner our
most-favored-nation policy has been a means not only of im-
proving our trade with the trade-agreement countries, but
also a valuable instrument for safeguarding our trade posi-
tion in other countries. The records of our recent hearings
show that the advantages to us under this principle have been
8 or 9 to 1. That certainly, by no stretch of the imagination,
can be considered a Santa Claus policy. This policy is fol-
lowed because it is good business.

Mr. BUCK. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DOUGHTON. 1 yield to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia.

Mr. BUCK. The gentleman has noted in the minority
report the statement that the exports were already on the
increase at the time the trade-treaty program began. Is it
not a fact that as a result of the Republican high-tariff, de-
pression-creating policy our exports had reached such a low
level in 1932 that any increase would have been a large gain?

Mr. DOUGHTON. Why, of course. There is no guestion
about that. It had reached a death level.

Mr, BUCK. Isit not a fact that actually exports increased
by $64,000,000 in 1933 over 1932 and by $522,000,000 in 1934
over 1933; so that there was a tremendous increase after the
trade-agreement program went into effect?

Mr. DOUGHTON. Yes. If you do not manipulate the
figures and state the facts just as they are, there is no ques-
tion about that.

Mr. BUCKE. In 1935 the exports were $150,000,000 greater
than in 1934; in 1936, $323,000,000 above 1934; in 1937,
$1,216,000,000 above 1934, an average of $739,000,000 every
year from 1934 through to the year 1939.

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DOUGHTON. I regret I do not have the time to yield
now. I might yield for a brief question. I want to be fair.

Mr. MOTT. Suppose I ask a question, then. What was
the value of our exports last year?

Mr. DOUGHTON. Does the gentleman mean our exports
for 1939 to non-trade-agreement countries?

Mr. MOTT. No; the total amount, our total exports.

Mr., DOUGHTON. I do not know whether I have that
figure right here. I can get it and put it in the Recorp; my
recollection is our exports were $3,177,000,000.

Mr. CASEY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, DOUGHTON. I yield to the gentleman from Massa=
chusetts.

Mr. CASEY of Massachusetts. Has any expert opinion
been vouchsafed as to what percentage of these increases is
attributable to our reciprocal-trade agreements?

Mr. DOUGHTON. There might be a difference of opinion
about that, but when we show that the increase to countries
with which we have the agreements is much larger than the
increase to the countries with which we do not have trade
agreements, it is a logical and reasonable conclusion that the
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greater increase to the countries with which we do have agree-
ments is attributable to the agreements.

Mr. CASEY of Massachusetts. Particularly in view of the
fact that there is no other chief reason for the increase?

Mr. DOUGHTON. I do not know of any other. I do not
believe you can study the facts and reach any other reason-
able conclusion.

Mr. COOPER. If the gentleman will yield, I believe I have
the figures here.

Mr. MOTT. If the gentleman does not have the figures, I
may say that I have the figures for the first 11 months of
1939.

Mr. COOPER. The total exports of the United States for
1939 were $3,136,000,000, or an increase of 42 percent over
the pre-trade-agreement years 1934 and 1935.

Mr. MOTT. They increased only a fraction of a percent
oyer 1929?

Mr. DOUGHTON. I did not yield to the gentleman to make
a stump speech. I do not have the time. The gentleman
will get time from his side to make his speech.

Mr. MOTT. The gentleman misunderstands; I was asking
a question. I say that is an increase of only a fraction of 1
percent over the exports for 1929,

Mr. DOUGHTON. The gentleman can make his own
calculation.

Mr. MOTT. I am asking the gentleman.

Mr. DOUGHTON. The gentleman will not dispute the
fact that there has been an increase over——

Mr. MOTT. Over 1929? I do dispute it.

Mr. DOUGHTON. Since the trade agreements over the
prior years.

Mr. MOTT. Over the depression years of 1931 and 1932,
certainly, but not over the year 1929, when there was no
depression. The figures show that our exports now are no
greater than they were then.

Mr. DOUGHTON. The gentleman does not deny the fact
that there has been a decided improvement over the years
when the Hawley-Smoot Act was in effect. There is na
denial. The facts will not support a denial.

Mr. Chairman, I should like to read a telegram that should
have gone in the hearings but was not received until after
the hearings were closed. This is from Clarence Poe, editor
of the Progressive Farmer and Southern Ruralist, an agricul-
tural paper that has as wide a circulation as any farm paper
in the United States. He is not a polifican, and he is not
trying to make any political capital of this or to deceive any-
one. He has made as thorough and careful a study of this
subject from the standpoint of the interest of agriculture as
any man, perhaps, in the entire country.

The telegram reads as follows:

Hon. B. L. DOUGHTON, RaALEIGH, N. C., February 15, 1940.
Chairman, House Committee on Ways and Means:

I earnestly hope you and your committee will do everything in
your power to secure an extension of the Reciprocal Trade Agree-
ments Act. I believe present world conditions make it imperative
that America follow this procedure in order to restore international
trade and that the labors of a man so able, patrietic, and well in-
formed as Cordell Hull will result in gains to American agriculture
far offsetting some incidental losses, As a past master of the North
Carolina Btate Grange I especially regret what I believe the mis-
taken attitude of Mr. Taser on this Issue. Since I find it impossible
to reach Washington at this time I shall be glad if you will read

to your committee this statement, which am confident is for the
best interests of the 950,000 southern farmers who read our maga-

zine. CLARENCE POE,
President and Editor, Progressive Farmer and Southern
Ruralist,

Also a telegram from Mr, O'Neal, president of the Ameri-
can Farm Bureau Federation:

WasHINGTON, D. C., February 18, 1540.
Hon. RoserT L. DOUGHTON,
Washington, D. C.:

The last American Farm Bureau Federation convention, repre-
senting farmers in 39 States, endorsed without a dissenting vote
continuance of reciprocal-trade agreements. All agreements to be
approved by Secretaries of State, Commerce, and Agriculture. We
respectiully urge your support of House Joint Resolution 407,

Epw. A. O'NEAL,
President, American Farm Bureau Federation.,
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The benefits which American agriculture have derived from
the operation of the American trade-agreement program are
substantial. I am trying to give the gentleman some in-
formation about the effect on agriculture now. The volume
of agricultural commodities imported from countries with
which we have negotiated trade agreements has not increased
to any greater degree than the volume of such imports from
nonagreement countries, which are affected only by the
Smoot-Hawley Tariff Act. On the other hand, farm exports
to trade-agreement countries have increased 15 percent from
1935-36 to 1938-39, while exports to non-trade-agreement
countries have actually decreased 19 percent. In other words,
we have increased our exports of farm commodities to coun-
tries with which we have had trade agreements and have
lost in exports to countries with which we have not had trade
agreements, I am sure this cannot be challenged.

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield to the gentleman from Wis-
consin,

Mr. MURRAY. Does that include the Canadian treaty
or is that the general figure?

Mr. DOUGHTON. This has reference to all the treaties
with respect to farm commodities.

Valuable and substantial concessions have been secured
from many foreign countries regarding our basic farm prod-
ucts, such as corn. We have an exportable surplus of corn.
We have secured concessions on corn, hogs, wheat, fruit,
tobacco, lard, and many other items for which we must have
an export market if we are to secure anything like living
prices for these farm commodities. Cattle is about the only
farm commodity that is above parity. How much further
below parity would these farm commodities be were it not
for our export trade which has been vitally and effectively
stimulated by these trade agreements? Under this treat-
ment farm income rose from $4,700,000,000 in 1932 to
$7,600,000,000 in 1938.

Mr, KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DOUGHTON. I will yield for a question to my col-
league and friend on the committee. I do not yield for any
statistics, because you can prove or disprove anything by
statistics if they are manipulated.

When our exports of industrial commodities are increased
or stimulated, that gives better prices for farm commodities
at home, because the more people who work in industries,
whether for domestic consumption or for exports, that pro-
vides a befter market for the consumption of farm com-
modities.

There was no evidence of any direct or any serious injury
to any agricultural interests.

Those who oppose the program base their opposition on
fear of what might happen. Of course, you could have fears
about any subject and never move in any direction. If we
are always looking for a ghost we would never make any
progress, because in any kind of legislation there is more
or less risk or uncertainty and the success of any program
can only be determined by its administration and its effects
or results.

We seriously contend that even if any slight or indirect
injury has been sustained, this is more than compensated by
the general improved conditions throughout the country
brought about by the Trade Agreements Act. More than
that, let me repeat that in the administration of this law, the
Secretary of State, whose judgment, ability, experience, and
patriotism cannot be questioned, has assured us that every
possible safeguard is thrown around the domestic producer
in order to protect him from any serious injury under the
escape clause provided in these agreements, and in case in-
jury is shown, prompt and effective action will be taken as
stated in Secretary Hull’s letter which I have already placed
in the REecorp, in order to remove the danger of any injury
that might come to any domestic industry. I do not know
what more could be expected.

Mr, CARLSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield to the gentleman.
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Mr. CARLSON. The gentleman has on at least two occa-
sions mentioned the escape clause with which we are all
familiar.

Mr. DOUGHTON. Yes.

Mr. CARLSON. It is a fact, is it nof, that it has not been
used at any time?

Mr. DOUGHTON. I do not know that there has been any
special necessity for it being used, because no case of injury
has been shown, but we are assured it will be used if neces-
sary or if there is any occasion for it. I cannot yield for a
speech to my friend, who is an able member of our commit-
tee, because I want to conclude my remarks, but I will yield
for a question.

Mr., CARLSON. Does not the gentleman think that the
zine producers of the United States produced a pretty good
case of injury?

Mr. DOUGHTON. I do not think so, because of the fact it
was shown, I think, by conclusive evidence they were in a
very, very prosperous condition. So I do not see how any
great injury can occur to an industry when it is very pros-
perous. Perhaps they expect too much.

Here is something that ought to be of interest to the Ameri-
can people. They are intelligent and they are following these
questions carefully. No question has been more thoroughly
debated nor is better understood by the people than the ques-
tion of trade agreements. Dr. George Gallup recently con-
ducted a poll, shown in the Washington Post, and that poll
shows that 71 percent of the people of the United States
favor the reciprocal-tariff program. The poll further shows
that the ratio or percentage of Republicans and Democrats
that favor this program are about the same.

Mr. SANDAGER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DOUGHTON. Yes.

Mr. SANDAGER. What percentage of the people had no
knowledge of the trade agreements?

Mr. DOUGHTON. Oh, if the gentleman wants to question
the knowledge of the people of the United States, he can do it.
I would not want to do that. I do not think the gentleman
can afford to do that, and I think the gentleman would want
to take that out of the REcorp—any statement to the effect
that our people are not intelligent. Seventy-one percent are
for the reciprocal-trade program, the poll shows. Then there
was a nonpartisan poll taken by the Economic Policy Com-
mittee, composed of outstanding economists from various
universities. They polled the leading economists of the Na-
tion regarding their reaction to the reciprocal-trade program,
and out of 552 leading economists, replies favoring the pro-
gram were received from 550. Every poll taken shows the
same trend. A survey of the national press of the country,
irrespective of party, was taken, and that shows that 82
percent of our newspapers—Republican and Democrat—favor
reciprocal-trade agreements and only 9 oppose it. The others
are noncommital. That is 82 to 9—a little more than 9 to 1.
I think that that would be occasion for thought on the part
of some of my friends before they go before the country and
make this a political issue.

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DOUGHTON. I am sorry I cannot yield, as I have
not time,.

Mr. MOTT. The gentleman is mistaken so far as one news-
paper that I know of is concerned, anyway.

Mr. DOUGHTON. Oh, one out of a thousand. What does
that mean? If I could not name more than one, I would say
nothing.

I shall read now a brief editorial which I think is very
pertinent, and which appeared yesterday, February 18, 1940,
in the Baltimore Sun. That editorial reads as follows:

DEBATING POINTS AGAINST THE HULL PROGRAM

‘We have not had access to the complete text of the report of the
Republican minarity of the Ways and Means Committee on the
trade agreements bill, but to judge by the rather full accounts
of this document in the Washington dispatches, it is in the best
tradition of the high school debating societies. The Republican
critics of the Hull program show no grasp of fundamentals. On
the contrary, they seem to have been content to make “points”
against the reciprccal-trade agreements wherever points could be
found, without reference to any coherent and consistent theory of
their own.
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A prime example of the debating-soclety technique is the
argument that the trade agreements have not prevented the out-
break of the European war. Minority members of the committee
made much of this argument during the hearings. It was and is
their only answer to the insistence of the proponents of the trade
agreements that no solid organization of world peace would be
possible except under a system providing for mutually profitable
exchanges of goods and services between nations in a free market
and that the trade-agreements program affords the best American
approach to such a system. To undertake to belittle this funda-
mental truth by harping on the fact that the European war
bas broken out since the trade-agreements program was initiated
is to pit juvenility against statesmanship.

All the other debating points against the Hull program find a
place In the minority report. That document includes even a
proposal for a substitute program, which suggests that perhaps
those who attack and belittle the trade agreements have a glim-
mer of perception that something along the lines of the present
policy is needed in the modern world. But the Republicans do
not undertake to outline their substitute. That would not be
In accord with debating-society technique. Instead, they propose
to leave the matter for further study and for decision at some
future date—which date, it is sadly to be feared, would be long
fostponed. if the minority party had its way. For the truth is

hat, while the Republicans originated the idea of reciprocal-tariff

-bargaining, they have never been able to stop glving special favors

to tarifi-protected industries long enough to put the idea to
effective use. 'The McKinley tariff of 1880 and the Dingley tariff
of 1897 provided for reciprocity agreements with other countries,
but, as Dr. F. W. Taussig points out in his Tariff History of the
United States, actual results under those provisions were of
small value and short duration.

It has remained for the present Secretary of State, Mr. Cordell
Hull, to work out a practical application of the system and to
give it breadth and scope and promise for the future. His
achievements are mno doubt bitter pills for the supporters of
Fordney and McCumber and Hawley and Smoot to swallow, but
they make medicine for the country, and the renewal of the
Hull prescription is well justified.

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DOUGHTON. If I have made a misstatement, I
would be very glad to yield.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina
has consumed 1 hour.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. €hairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman from North Carolina may proceed until
he concludes his statement.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio, Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. DOUGHTON. Yes.

Mr, SMITH of Ohio. Will the gentleman please supply
the House with the names and addresses of the thousand
economists who are in favor of this program?

Mr. DOUGHTON. The gentleman knows that this oc-
curred. It never has been denied.

Their names were given at the time the Smoot-Hawley
tariff law was enacted.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I am sincere about it. I would like
to know.

Mr. DOUGHTON. I do not know that I can get the
names of all of them, but it never has been questioned, as
far as I know. If it is important to the gentleman I can
verify it. I do not know that I could give the names of all
of them. I do not know of any economist of any reputation
whatever that took issue with them. More than a thousand
of them came out in favor of it.

WOMEN’'S ORGANIZATIONS

It will be interesting, I am sure, to know what the women'’s
organizations of the country think with regard to the trade-
agreements program.

The principal women’s organizations of the country were
represented at the hearings just completed, and each and
every one of these groups unanimously endorsed the trade-
agreements program.

Mrs. Frederic Beggs, appearing for the General Federa-
tion of Women's Clubs, stated, among other things, as -
follows:

The Federation of Women’s Clubs has in its membership more
than 2,000,000 women. We have fifteen-thousand-some-odd clubs,
and that means that there are 2,000,000 potential voters,

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, will the gen=-
tleman yield for a question?
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Mr, DOUGHTON. Yes; I yield to the lady.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Were those statements from
those women'’s clubs given before or after the hearings?

Mr. DOUGHTON. They were given during the hearings.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. I asked because, after spending
about a week going through these hearings, I did not see any-
thing like that.

Mr. DOUGHTON. They were given during the hearings,
and I can refer the lady to the page, chapter, and verse.

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Since these hearings were con-
cluded have you had any statements?

Mr. DOUGHTON. No; not since the hearings were con-
cluded. You would not expect them to reverse themselves in
2 weeks, would you? [Laughter.]

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield.

Mr. COOPER. The statement to which the gentleman has
referred will be found on page 2201 of the printed hearings,
as well as all the other statements.

Mr. DOUGHTON. Yes; and I would commend that to the
prayerful consideration of the gentle lady from Illinois.
[Laughter.]

Mrs. Beggs says further:

So I am really representing a very special interest as a large
group of purchasers. And I am also representing a large body of
public opinion in this country.

We are glad, as I have saild before, that these hearings are being
held, and I want to add a personal word, if I may, in the form of
a good, solid, Republican conviction that leaders of the opposition
party, to which I have the honor to belong, will not be showing
particularly good judgment if they introduce the reciprocal trade-
agreements program in the campaign of 1940 as a partisan issue
because there are far too many Republicans who understand the
jssues involved and who are ready to rise spontaneously to the
support of the program.

Mrs. Harris T. Baldwin, representing the National League
of Women Voters, said:

Thz Natlonal League of Women Voters wishes to express its sup-
port of reenactment of the Reciprocal Trade Agreements Act
* * * (p 2005).

Finally, it has opened the way to overcome foreign-trade obstacles
and to gain foreign-trade advantages through the reciprocal-trade
agreements (p. 2207).

* * + We are equally convinced that the best interests of the
United States will be served by keeping the program as a means of
promoting sane international trade relations when wars abroad
end (p. 2208). =

Mrs. J. Austin Stone, representing the National Women'’s
Trade Union League of America, said:

I represent the National Women's Trade Union League of Amer-
ica, which has a direct and affiliated membership of over a mil-
lion (p. 2210).

L L] L] L] * L3 -

Before concluding, I should like to say a word about the change
in world conditions since the program was adopted. It is, of
course, a peacetime measure; and some persons argue that because
there is now war in other parts of the world, it is of no value and
might as well be allowed to lapse. The Women's Trade Union
League is convinced that this would be a tragic mistake both from
the standpoint of labor and from that of the Nation as a
whole. * * * Tt is of the utmost importance to keep ma-
chinery alive by which, when peace does come, the flow of world
trade may be quickly resumed; and, in spite of many difficulties,
the trade-agreements program has already demonstrated its great
usefulness in this respect (p. 2212),

Let me say to the gentle lady from Illinois that not a single
woman appeared before the committee in opposition to this.
All four of the women who did appear were among the most
intelligent I have ever known. They appeared before our
committee representing large organizations and spoke in sup-
port of the program. Not a single woman appeared there to
utter one word in opposition to it. That must be very, very
singular.

Dr. Caroline F., Ware, representing the American Associa-
tion of University Women, stated:

I am here to speak from the point of view of the American con-
sumer in support of the extension of the Reciprocal Trade Agree-
ments Act. * * *

The American Association of University Women, which I repre-

gent, is an association of more than 65,000 members who are gradu-
ates of colleges and universities of high standing. * * *
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My associatlon has joined with the American Home Economics
Association, numbering 15,000 professional members, and another
70,000 in student groups, and with the General Federation of
Women's Clubs of over 2,000,000 members, in forming, with repre-
%ent-at}v;es of refail organizations, the National Consumer-Retailer

ouncil.

The reciprocal trade-agreements program constitutes the first
sustained effort on the part of the Government to consider the
needs of the consumers as well as the desire of producers in the
formulation of national tariff policies. Although consumers are the
largest economic interest in the population, for we are all con-
sumers, they have not been heard in the process of tariff making
in the past (pp. 2218, 2214).

Dr, Ware, on page 2217, also has the fellowiﬁg to say:

By means of the Reciprocal Trade Agreements Act, American con-
sumers have begun to secure consideration in the development of
tariff policies. We do not want to go back. We urge the extension
of the act in order that we may retain this small gain, at least until
such time as the paramount interest of Americans as consumers
receives wider recognition in all aspects of our national life, and
production and trade are seen as means to an end, not as ends in
themselves. We urge the Representatives of all districts to think
not only of factories but of homes.

I cannot conclude my remarks in support of this farsighted
and extremely beneficial program without rendering tribute
to the one man, above all others, whose statesmanship, broad
experience, wisdom, foresight, tact, and perseverance have
made the administration of the reeiprocal-trade program so
successful. In my opinion, the Honorable Cordell Hull is one
of the greatest Secretaries of State this Nation has ever pro-
duced. His outstanding public service and untiring, intel-
ligent efforts to improve our relations with other countries
specially entitle him to the unanimous acclaim of every cit-
izen, not only of our own country but of all the nations of
the world.

He has earned and has been given a place in the minds and
hearts of his countrymen that will remain so long as our
Nation endures. Statesman, scholar, thinker, and man of
action, his record will stand as a monument which neither
the passage of time nor the achievements of others can ever
dim or destroy.

I thank you. [Applause.]

EXCERPTS FROM EDITORIALS

The American manufacturer and the American farmer are just
about the most efficient in the world. The much vaunted cheap
foreign labor, generally much more poorly equipped and managed,
cannot displace them in the world markets in a fair fight.

This is illustrated in Venszuela which last year purchased $52,-
000,000 worth of goods from the United States. That was 56 per-
cent of all its outside purchases.

Why didn’t the cheap foreign labor of other countries get this
business? It was because it couldn't deliver such articles as wheat,
prepared milk, radios, lard, steel products, refrigerators, paints, and
other items. * * *

Trade across international borders, as well as within a nation,
provides more business, more wealth to consume, more jobs, more
prosperity. (Enickerbocker News (Independent Republican), Al-
bany, N. Y., November 11, 1939.)

Prior to the adoption of the original Trade Agreements Act in
1934, tariff legislation had been going from bad to worse. Advo-
cates of prohibitive duties on sugar got together with advocates of
high duties on wool, and the two groups collaborated with those
who wanted high duties on cheese and butter and beef, and the
result was an orgy of logrolling in which the interests of the Nation
as a whole were forgotten. * * * (Baltimore Sun (Independent
Democrat), January 12, 1940.)

* * * Most of those who are today attempting to destroy our
trade program by making insupportable charges that it is injuring
agriculture are the same false prophets who solemnly assured the
farmers that the Hawley-Smoot embargoes would guarantee to
them full and permanent prosperity; whereas, in actual fact, within
2 years from the enactment of the 1830 tariff, millions of farmers
found themselves in or on the verge of bankruptcy. * * *
Analysis of the results obtained under the trade-agreements program
reveals that between 1935 and 1938 our exports of farm products to
trade-agreement countries increased by nearly 50 percent, whereas
to other countries they actually declined slightly. (The Times (In-
dependent Democrat), Bayonne, N. J., December 5, 1939.)

* * * TDoes the United States want to trade or not? That is
the larger issue. If it wishes to develop the great opportunity for
exports to Latin America it must learn to take imports. And if it
wishes to build Pan Americanism on sound economic foundations
the United States must put trade which would benefit the Nation
as a whole ahead of loeal fears of competition. (Christian Science
Monitor, January 9, 1940.)
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The object of the reciprocal-trade treaties has consisted in pro-
moting commerce among nations through a reduction of tariffs.
Like all economic problems broadly affecting the Nation, it should
be approached dispassionately. It is unfortunate, therefore, that
Secretary of State Hull, who has labored long, arduously, and sin-
cerely in behalf of the trade pacts, is now obliged to confront
palpably partisan and unsubstantiated claims tending to disparage
his accomplishments. * * * (Boston Transcript (Independent
Republican), December 9, 1939.)

* # @ Whether the name “reciprocal-trade program™ endures
{s not important, but the principles will have to be retained,
Either we market these surpluses abroad or we must be content
with want and plenty. (The News (Republican), Cleveland, Ohio,
December 4, 1938.)

For the first time tariff problems are being handled honestly
and scientifically. * * * It would be a political and economic
erime to go back to the scandalous methods of Smoot-Hawley days.
(The Times, Chicago, Ill., November 28, 1939.)

_ Tt is unfortunate that the tariff is being drawn once more into
party politics, after a period of 5 years of relatively scientific
tariff making. The trade agreements have been imperfect, of
course, But they represent an immense step forward from the
logrolling tactics Congress used for decades previously in the
framing of tariffs. They also represent the most important
contribution the United States can make toward a more tolerable
world order. (Cineinnati Enquirer, November 29, 1939.)

Shall individual interests fix tariff rates to their own liking,
let the volume of foreign trade fall where it may, or does volume
of trade have a prior right as an item of national public wel-
fare? * * * We believe that stimulating foreign trade is an
essential part of stimulating private enterprise. * * * (The
News (Republican), Cleveland, Ohio, January 8, 1840.)

The Hull reciprocal-trade agrecments are under fire in Wash-
ington, and the fire will get hotter and hotter as we get nearer
into 1940 with its conventions and election. * * * The voter,
therefore, will do well to remember several things when the

barrage is laid down against the Hull agreements.
He should remember that politics has much to do with it.
He should remember, when his selfish interests are appealed to,
that what may touch him lightly, if at all adversely, may be
for the good of the Nation and the world as a whole. (The
Democrat (Democrat), Davenport, Iowa, November 29, 1930.)

Conceivably there have been some minor inequitlies, involving
particular farm products; these are matters of detail and are
righted as rapidly as possible. But if the farmer has any recol-
lection of the early 1830’s he will take a long lock before desert-

the trade-agreement program. (The Register (Independent),
Des Moines, ITowa, November 28, 1939.)

Think it over, farmers: * * * Again, now, as in the 1936
eampaign, the air is full of assertions that American agriculture
is being victimized for the benefit of American manufacturing
industries by the trade-agresments program, which aims at
cautious lowering of international-trade barriers.

In 1936 the phrase was “sold down the river.”

Since all the preposterous charges in that period about our
farmers having been victimized proved false alarms, this phrase
is less used mow. But it will probably bob up again. * * *

Every powerful industrial influence that in the past, during
all of our times, has been fighling to benefit iteelf through sky-
high tariff protection, at enormous cost to agriculture and to all
other consumers of “protected” industrial products, is energet-
jeally behind the drive to destroy the trade-agreements program.
Why?

Think it over, Mr. Farmer. (Des Moines Register (Independent),
January 7, 19840.)

One of the major objeciives of the reciprocal policy has been the
opening of international channels of trade. It does mot abandon
protection, but it makes concessions in order that these channels
may be developed, providing a greater two-way traffic between this
country and other nations. In this broad policy it is the intent to
gain benefits for a broad fleld of American products instead of
following the narrow policy of giving absolute protection to a few
at the expense of the many * * *. (The Press (Independent),
Grand Rapids, Mich., December 9, 1939.)

The trade agreements represent the best way to open foreign mar-
kets, which the farmer must have for the sake of his own surpluses
and which the industrial worker must have if he Is to keep at work
and be in a position to buy agricultural goods. To an extent that
can hardly be measured, the farmer depends upon the trade agree-
ments to maintain his markets, both forelgn and domestic., * * *

The Republicans may as well realize that they cannot win the
next Presidential election merely by an inchoate, contradictory
appeal to the prejudices of varied blocs of voters. Such a program
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was attempted in 1936, and it failed miserably. If the Republicans
are to win, they must convince the voters that they have a program
of action that in both its domestic and its foreign aspects makes
cons!stent sense. Reciprocal-trade agreements are an integral part
of such a program, for they offer the only feasible device by which
surpluses, both agricultural and industrial, can find their way into
forelgn markets, thereby making for prosperity at home and for
peace abroad. For further particulars, read the last speech of that
great Republican protectionist, William McKinley. (The Courant
(Republican), Hartford, Conn., November 25, 1838.)

Much has been written about the moral obligation of the United
States to use her vast economic power to create a better world, In
which advantages will be more equitably distributed. In such a
world, it is admitted, the threat of war would be diminished greatly.

We hope some Republican orator or the spokesman for some pro-
tectionist industry will explain how that can be done by returning
to the Smoot-Hawley tariff philosophy. (The Post, Houston, Tex.,
November 28, 1939.)

The last Republican tariff, enacted in 1930, was directly respon-
sible for the establishment of foreign-trade barriers against Ameri-
can commerce. It aided in destroying the farmer's market. Hun-
dreds of economists warned against its effects. Even Herbert Hoover
signed it reluctantly. But the grabbing, selfish interests had their
way. American industry and agriculture, instead of being pro-
tected, were dealt a crushing blow In those early depression years
when they needed a stimulant rather than a club. * * =

The trade agreements rank with social security and bank-deposit
insurance among the reforms made in the last 7 years. To abolish
them would be a senseless step backward. (The Journal (Inde-
pendent), Kansas City, Mo., January 8, 1840.)

The protective tariff is a game of boycott at which two can play,
and every countiry in the world has played to its own hurt. When a
European settlement is reached, we may find ourselves competing
with a united world, including South and Central A